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INTRODUCTION. 


TJ Now offer to public view ſome remarks on 
the ſecond of Mr. Lindſey's two diſſertations; 
viz. that Upon praying to Jeſus Chriſt; for with 
the other, On the Preface to St. John's Goſpel, 
I think myſelf entirely unconcerned. I have 
not indeed been able to diſcover, even through 
the whole of that laſt diſſertation, a clear and 
manifeſt alluſion to any of the reaſonings in my 
Letter to Dr. Jebb, with Relation to his decla- 
red Sentiments about the Unlawfulneſs of all re- 
ligious Addreſſes to Jeſus Chriſt; and therefore 
might perhaps with decency have ſpared myſelf 
this labour. Nevertheleſs, as Mr. Lindſey af- 
firms he had peruſcd that letter, a few months 
before he wrote his introduction to the firſt diſ- 
ſertation, and afterwards ſubjoins, “ That he 
e thenjudged it proper, and hoped it might be 
of ſome uſe, to review and add farther ſup- 
tc port to what he had advanced on this ſubject,” 
(of religious addreſſes to CHriſt,) © with an eye 
e as he went along to ſuch objections as he had 
e met with, but without entering into a direct 
B «* controverſy 


®* IntroduQtion, page iv. laſt paragraph. 
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1 
te controverſy with any one, to which he is 
& much averſe: It will, I ſuppoſe, be gene- 
rally thought I have a peculiar call to examine 
his arguments therein, againſt praying to Teſus, 
and to confirm my opinion about the lawful- 
neſs of ſuch homage to him, in oppoſition to 
what he hath thus more lately urged for reſuting 

It. 8 

As to Mr. Lindſey's ſurpriſe at my inſcribing 
my letter to Dr. Jeb; * How the anonymous 
% perſon came to inſcribe his letter to Dr. 
e ebb, is not eaſy to divine, who has never re- 
* ferred his readers to any of my publications 
« for a proof of his aſſertions reſpecting the 
% wrongfulneſs of praying to Jeſus Chriſt ;” I 
do not reckon it needful to detain the reader 
here with an apology for that meaſure ; but re- 
fer him to my Letter to Dr. eb himſelf, an- 
nexed to the following Remarks, from which, I 
truſt, it will be evident, there was ſufficient 
ground for my charging him with ſuch reference, 
notwithſtanding his own and his friend's denial 
of it. AndI only obſerve farther, fince Mr. Lind- 

fey ſeems deſirous to learn why I addreſſed my 
Letter, in vindication of religious addrefles to 
Chriſt, to Dr. Jebb rather than to himſelf, that 
it was, partly, becauſe the doctor appeared to 
be in a more public and influential ſtation, being 
a reader of theological lectures at Cambridge, 

and, partly, becauſe he had condemned f all 


| prayer 
Page iv. line 17. 
+ 1 intend here Dr. 7eb4's words in his Short State, c. 
page 3, © am conyinced — that the addreſſes of Chriſtians 
| may, 


( 1] 
prayer to Chriſt, in terms more harſh and offen- 
ſive than any which had been employed by him 
about that matter; ſuch even as ſome eminent 
and zealous Unitarians themſelves ſcrupled not 
to blame. 

No more do J enter into the conſideration of 
the two firſt ſections of the Diſſertation on pray- 
ing to Jeſus Chriſt, or of every paſſage that oc- 
curs through the ſucceeding ones; for I could 
not do this without departure from my original 
plan, which was merely to ſhew that there was 
a ſolid foundation in ſcripture for preſenting re- 
ligious addreſſes to the Lord Jeſus, without en- 
gaging in the diſpute, concerning his native 
dignity and greatneſs, that hath been long agi- 
tated, and is ſtill carried on, among Chriſtians, 
who, on both ſides, readily admit the lawful- 
neſs and propriety of preſenting prayer and 

raiſe to him. : 

I proceed directly to animadvert upon his 
third Section, in which he propoſes to enquire, 
whether the holy Jeſus, in any ſhape, directly 
or indirectly, by himſelf or his apoſtles, gave in- 
timation, that religious worſhip and prayer were 
to be offered to himſelf; and, after beginning 
with that, to remark upon the other ſections, 
in their order, ſo far as they ſeem to overthrow 


or tender uncertain that point which I had en- 
deavoured to eſtabliſh. 


% may, with the ſame propriety, be directed to the virgin 
% Mary, as to the perſon of our Lord,” which I well know a 
very warm Unitarian, now no more upon earth, Dr. C. F. 
found fault with, as unjuftifiable, 


; B 2 REMARKS 


R E MAR K S 


ON 


Mr. Linvsey's Diſſertation upon praying 
to JEsUs CHRIST. 


— — —  —  — — . 


CHAPTER L 


Containing Remarks on Mr. Lindſey's third Section, 
which is entitled, Jeſus never taught men to wor- 


« ſhip or pray to himſelf.” 


N this ſection, the author roundly affirms, 
Never upon any occaſion, or in any one in- 
„ ſtance, did the bleſſed Jeſus direct or com- 
* mand men, to pray to him.” And then he 
goes on thus; If ſuch worſhip had been due to him 
<< if it had been fitting to pay it to him, if he had had 
« any claim to it, he ſurely would have told his diſ- 
« ciples plainly of it. He that ſaid (Joh. xv. 15) 
« All things that I have heard of my Father, 1 have 
&« made known unto you; would moſt certainly have 
* made known this to them amongſt other things, if 
* he had received any commandment from God 
concerning it. He who, upon a much leſs im- 


3 portant 


— 
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«, portant occaſion, affectionately ſaid to them; 
* (Joh. xiv. 2.) if it were not ſo, I would have told 
& you, i. e. you may depend upon my veracity and af- 
« fection for you, that I would not deceive or miſ- 
% Jead you: He would not ſurely have omitted to 
c inform them, that men were to worſhip and pray 
6 to himſelf.” 

Now, if Mr. Lindſey's meaning, in the leading 
propoſition juſt quoted, be only this, that Chriſt ne- 
ver, during his abode and miniſtry on earth, en- 
Joined men, in expreſs or formal terms, to pray to 

him, I readily allow the truth of his aſſertion; but 
then, on the other hand, I contend, he hath decla- 
red there would be honour due to him, by his Fa- 
ther's grant, in ſuch language as may comprehend 
making ſupplication to him, as well as ſhewing any 
other inſtance of reſpect: for, ſaith he, Joby v. 22, 

The Father judpeth no man, but hath committed all 
Judgement unto the Son; 23, That all men ſhould ho- 
nour the Son even as they honour the Father : be that 
honoureth not the Son honoureth not the Father which 

hath ſent him, It is true, the phraſeology, here uſed 

in comparing the honour of the Son with that of the 
Father, will not authorize us, any more than the 
reaſoh aſſigned in this paſſage for it, namely, the 
Father's delegation of his judicial power unto him, 

to conclude that equal honour is to be paid to the 
Son. For «a5, whether turned as or even as, is of- 

F" employed where a perfect parity, or exact equa- 
ity, is not once thought of, but only a more gene- 
ral ſimilitude, or reiemblance, is meant.“ Still, 


however, 


* 
. 
* 
1 


4 


That the particle za0; does not always fignify a ſtrict e- 
quality, but only ſome reſemblance and agreement, the Engliſh 
reader may be ſenſible, by conſidering the following texts, 
- While he is aſſured that it is the word, in the original text, -cor- 


reſponding 


( 1 be, 


however, it proves it was his Father's deſign, in 

veſting him with a commiſſion to judge the world, 
that true and real honour ſhould be given to him, like 
that which belonged to himſelf. And if, becauſe 
we are required to honour the Son even as the Fa- 
ther, it follows that we ſhould deſire his favour and 
acceptance, even as we deſire the favour and accept- 
ance of the Father; that we ſhould fear his wrath 
and diſpleaſure, even as we fear the wrath and diſ- 
pleaſure of the Father; that we ſhould truſt in him, 
in a ſuitableneſs to the characters he ſuſtains, and the 
Promiſes he hath made, in like manner as we truſt 
in the Father, in an agreeableneſs to the perfections 
he poſſeſſes, and the afſurances he hath given; and 
that we ſhould obey his commandments, in like 
manner as we obey the Father's commandments 
why ſhould it not allo follow, from the ſame require- 
ment, that we ſhould pray to the Son, that we may 
B 4 - 


reſponding to as or even as, in our verſion. Luke xxii. 29. 1 
appoint unto you a kingdom, as my Father hath appointed unto me. 
John x. 15. As the Father knoweth me, even Jo know 1 the Fa- 
ther. xXlil. 15. I have given you an example, that ye ſhould do as I 
Bae done to you. Y 34+. As I have loved you, that ye alſo love one 
another. xv. 9. As the Father hath lowed me, fo have I loved you. 
» 10. If ye keep my commandments, ye ſhall abide in my love; even 
as I have kept my Father"s commandments, and abide in his love. 
xvii. 11. That thy may be one as que are. Y 16. They are nit of 
the world even as / am not of the world. 17. As thou haſt ſent 
mne into the world, even ſo I hawe alſo ſent them into the world. 
» 21. That they all may be one as thou, Father, art in me, and I 
in thee. Y» 22. That they may be one, even as we are one. V 24. 
That the world may know that thou baſt loved them as thou haſt lo- 
ved me. To which add, Eph. iv. 32. v. 2. xxv. 29, Hebrews 
xi. 12. 1 Jo#n ii. 6. iii. 37. Indeed the obſervation, that 
xabog does not always denote equality, but often reſemblance on- 
ly, is ſo undeniably certain, that Dr. Vaterland himſelf does 
not build his argument for equality of honour to the Son, or 
honour as great to him, upon the critical meaning of this parti- 
cle here, but upon other circumſtances in the context. See his 
Defence of ſome Queries, page 281. * 
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be counted worthy to ſtand before him, in the day 
of retribution, in like manner as we pray to the Fa- 
ther, that we may be counted worthy to ſtand before 
him, and to eſcape thoſe puniſhments which he hath 
denounced apainſt a ſtubborn and obſtinate genera- 
tion? When there is ſuch a latitude of expreſſion, 
what good reaſon can be aſſigned for excluding this 
laſt ſpecies of homage to him more than the former? 
or how can it be ſhewn, that the rendering of it to him 
is not as juſt a conſequence and deduction from the 
words, as the rendering of the other, which all con- 
feſs to be his right? Jeſus, then, hath, in effect, 
directed us to pray to him, by telling us, it was his 
Father's purpoſe and intention, in committing all 
Judgement unto him, that we ſhould honour him as 
we honour the Father, ſince we do not honour him 
in like manner as we do the Father, unleſs we make 
ſupplication unto him. 

Mr. Lindſey's friend, Mr. Temple, who owns that 
this text, at firſt ſight, ſeems to favour praying to 
the Mediator, labours to evade the force of the argu- 
ment from it, for that practice, thus ; * The verb 
Tizawv, indeed, ſignifies to honour in every ſenſe 
* in which honour can be paid: but, as it does not, 
* in itſelf, imply one kind of honour more than any 
« other, its meaning muſt always be governed and 
« reſtricted by the context where it occurs; other- 
% wiſe, whea it is ſaid, Honour thy father and thy 
* mother, honour the king, we might ſuppoſe our- 
* ſelves commanded to invocate and pray to our pa- 

rents and the king; but that would certainly be 
to honour them in a too eminent degree.” Here, 
however, I think he ſhould rather have faid, the 


meaning 


ec 
cc 


* Poſtſcript to Objections to Mr. Lindſey's Interpretation of 
the firſt fourteen Verſes of St. John's Goſpel, page 58. 
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meaning of honour muſt always be governed and 

reſtricted by the nature and qualities, the character 

and endowments, of the object whom we are direc- 

ted to honour. For I do not find any thing in the 

context of theſe precepts he has — the one 
E 


from Exodus xx. 12. or Epheſ. vi. 2. the ther from 
1 Peter ii. 17. to guard us againſt expounding them 
to require prayer to our parents or the king; while 
yet there is enough, in their incapacity to know any 
ſupplication we ſhould utter to them at a diſtance, to 
forbid ſuch an interpretation. But it would not have 
been conducive to his view, to have propoſed his 
obſer vation in this form. For then it would have 
been obvious to every reader, there could be no diſ- 
ſuaſive, on account of ignorance in Chriſt, from ma- 
king a charge to honour him comprehend making 
ſupplications to him, even upon his own principles; 
ſince he acknowledges ve have full evidence 
&« that he is privy to all our thoughts and prayers, 
at all times and places.” 

That, therefore, he may farther ſhew honour. 
ing Chriſt does not include praying to him, he 
ſubjoins, 1 The neceſſary reſtriction, in the 
<« preſent caſe, is found in the very next words, 
« for our Saviour adds, He that honoureth not 
« the Son honoureth not the Father which hath 
« ſent him. It is plain, therefore, that the honour 
« here meant mult be ſuch as, being paid to the 
“ Son, includes the Father alſo; that is, it is a com- 
& mon honour in which they are jointly concerned. 
« But there never was a time, when honour by pray- 
<« er, paid to the Father excluſively, was not; there 
« never Will be a time, when it will not be true and 
« acceptable honour. Honouring by prayer, there- 
% fore, cannot be the honouring intended in this 
tc text, becauſe that honour may acceptably be gi- 

e ven 

„ Ibid. page 54, note. + Ibid. pages 54, 55. 
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oF ven to the Father without the Son.” But there 


isnothing in theſe next words, aright underſtood, 


to prove that prayer to Chriſt is not a part of the ho- 


nour which the Father intended he ſhould receive: 
for his declaration in them amounts to no more cer- 
tainly than this, that, whoever does not pay honour 
to the Son, in the ſenſe in which honour is due to 
him, as the perſon to whom the Father hath delega- 
ted the authority of judging the world, amidſt the 


inconteſtable evidences he exhibits of his having done 


ſo, throws contempt upon, and treats with diſreſ- 
pect, the Father himſelf; though it alſo implies that 
whoever renders to the Son the honour which belongs 
to him, as conſtituted judge of the world by the Fa- 
ther, does ultimately render due honour to the Fa- 
ther himſelf, who hath, in the moſt ample and irre- 
fragable manner, atteſted his appointment of him to 
that office. So we readily admit ſimilar expreſſions 
ſignify, as where Chriſt ſays, to the ſeventy diſciples 
whom he commiſſioned to preach the goſpel and 
work miracles, Luke x. 16, He that heareth you bear- 
eth me, and be that deſpiſeth you defpiſeth me, and be 
that deſpiſeth me deſpiſeth him that ſent me; and where 
Paul writes to the Theſſalonians, He, that deſpiſeth, deſ- 
piſeth not pry God, who bath alſo given unto us his 
Holy Spirit, 1 Theſſ. iv. 8. And why ſhould we af- 
fix a different meaning to Chriſt's words here than to 
theſe which have ſuch reſemblance? Indeed, if Mr. 
Temple's mode of commenting and reaſoning here was 
Juſt, it might be contended, upon like ground, that 
honouring the Son by reſpect and reverence, which 
himſelf eee, be the right ſenſe, cannot be the 
honouring intended in this text, becauſe that honour 
may acceptably be given to the Father without the 
Son. And is not this enough to expoſe its weak- 


neſs? 


N 


5 But 
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But I return to Mr. Lindſey. As to his reaſoning, 
then, from Cbriſt's words, John xv. 15. and xiv. 2. 
that, if ſuch worſhip and invocation had been due to 
Chrift, he would not ſurely have omitted to inform 
his diſciples of it, or, as he once expreſſes it, he 

ſutely would have told them plainly of it,“ how fee- 
ble does it appear! Though it were allowed he had 
been altogether ſilent before, about the dueneſs of 
prayer to him, which yet, it hath been now ſhewn, 
was not the caſe in a qualified ſenſe, it could not be 
argued, with juſtice, from either of theſe paſſages, 
that he is not to be thus addreſſed. For it is evident 
that his words, in the firſt of them, All things that I 
have heard of my Father 1 have made known unto you, 
muſt be underſtood with ſome reſtriction and limita- 
tion, thus, 7 have declared to you all things in which 1 
have been inſtructed by my heavenly Father, ſo far as 
was fit or expedient, hitherto. Nor this only, becauſe 
we find him afterwards, in the ſequel of thig long 
diſcourſe to his apoſtles, before his a 
acquainting them with ſeveral things which he had 
not before made known to them, ſo far as we can 
judge from the relations of the evangeliſts, as about 
the cauſe of the world's hatredand oppoſition to them; 
about the neceſſity of his departure to the deſcent of 
the Holy Spirit upon them; about the ends of his 
effuſion, in bearing teſtimony to the world concern- 
ing ſin, righteouſneſs, and judgement ; about their. 
ſudden diſperſion from him, on the appearance and 
attack of his enemies; and the like: but, becauſe 
we hear him expreſsly ſayifig, in a more advanced 
part of the converſation he heid that ſame night, Fobn 

— xvi. 12. 1 have yet many things to ſay unto you, but you 
cannot boar them now, Accordingly it is acknowledged 
by all, that their prejudices were as yet too ſtron 
and powerful for receiving plain diſcoveries of God's 
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ſcheme of calling the Gentiles to eternal life by 
faith in Chriſt, without ſubjection to Moſaic rites and 
ordinances, and of ſome other things, which, there- 
fore, notwithſtanding that aſſurance of his havin 
manifeſted all things to them that he had heard of his 
Father, he ſtill reſerved to himſelf, and deferred com- 
municating to them, until a future period. Suppo- 
ſing, therefore, he had ſaid nothing ere he uttered 
theſe words under our conſideration, even in a more 
tacit and implied way about prayer to himſelf, it will 
not follow it is not a duty incumbent; for he might, 
in equal conſiſtency with them, have taught it after- 
wards to be a meet homage from us, as he ſhewed 
afterwards ſome other things were to be believed or 
done by us, which he had hitherto forborne to men- 
tion. 

And, as to the words of Jeſus, in the other paſſage 
which he alledges and builds upon, If it were not 
ſo T would have told you, they relate to a point very 
different from that before us. Our Lord had, from 
time to time, animated men to become his diſciples, 
and to adhere to him through all difficulties and dif- 
couragements, by the hope of a great and excellent 
happineſs beyond the grave. More particularly he 
had then juſt warned them againſt being too much 
diſturbed and caſt down either by the proſpect or the 
preſſure of any hardſhips which might befal them for 
his ſake, by aſſuring them that in heaven, his Fa- 
ther's houſe, the ſcene of that future bliſs he talked 
of, there were many manſions : meaning, 1n it there 
is ſufficient room to accommodate all his ſincere and 
faithful followers, ſo that none of them ſhall be ei- 
ther excluded or ſtraitened ; yea, alſo, that there e- 
very one of this character would have a ſtation and 
place allotted him, more or leſs advantageous and 
- honourable, in proportion to the greater or leſs zeal, 
courage, 


( 13 ) N 
courage, and activity, he ſhould manifeſt in promo- 
ting his cauſe and intereſt, and in ſuffering for his 
name's ſake. And he thereon added a familiar argu- 
ment, from his wonted ſincerity and experienced 
friendſhip, Fit had been otherwiſe J would have told 
you, g. d. I would have given you explicit information 
about it, and would not have deluded you with falſe 
and fictitious repreſentations, nor have raiſed in you 
yain hopes and groundleſs expectations, never to be 
gratifiedand fulfilled; anargument, of whichevery one 
muſt immediately feel the weight and cogency. But 
where is the force of the inference from hence, that he 
would not have omitted to acquaint them clearly, be- 
fore this time, that they were to pray to him, if ſuch 
Prayer was ever to be fit and requiſite? Ere this be 
owned, it muſt firſt be made appear, that theſe 
words of Chriſt, If it were not ſo I would have 101d you, 
oblige us to maintain that he had taught them every 
thing important already, even in an open and undiſ- 
guiſed manner; a polition, which is contrary to his 
own formal declaration a little after, above quoted, 
and likewiſe refuted by every one's eaſy obſervation 
how ſome matters, about which he had been either 
altogether ſilent, or in a great degree reſerved, were, 
in a later ſeaſon, fully diſcloſed by himſelf, before 
his departure from 2.his earth, or by his apoſtles, 
through the Spirit, after he returned uato the Father. 
At leaſt, it muſt be evinced, he had as much diſ- 
couraged their ever praying to himſelf, as he had led 
them to look for a ſtate of bliſs in heaven, that would 
be an abundant amends and compenſation for all 
worldly pains and loſſes they might ſuffer on his ac- 
count, and, in the hope of it, to endyre them with- 
out fainting or ſhrinking in their minds, For, till this 
be done, which is impoſlible, there is no room for the 
concluſion, that, becauſe he ſaid he would have un- 
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deceived them about the heavenly felicity, if there 


had been no ſolid foundation for their faith and ex- 
pectation of ir, he would alſo have told them clearly 
and expreſsly, before that time, of the obligation of 
praying to himſelf, if it was to be a Chriſtian office 
or duty. : 

Our author proceeds, The improbability of our 
% divine Maſter's omitting this circumſtance con- 
« cerning himſelf, if he had received any commiſ- 
„ fion from God for it, riſes ſtill higher, when we 
* conſider, that thereby he would not only miſlead 
«« his diſciples z (who never indeed did pray to him at 
« all, and only to God,) but would allo have miſled 
« his followers to the end of time; who would not 
< have been juſtified in worſhipping and praying to 
him, without his expreſs authority for ir.” But, 
not to take notice that he here ſuppoſes it certain that 
Cbriſ's diſciples never prayed to him at all, the con- 
trary of which hath been, I think, fully proved in the 
Letter to Dr. Jebb, and will, I truſt, be yet more a- 
bundantly evinced ; how does it follow, though it 
were granted that Chriſt never bade men pray to him, 
even by implication, while he ſojourned below, that 
he would have, by this ſilence, miſled his followers 
in all countries to the end of time? Surely he might 
have inſtructed his apoſtles about this as well as other 
points; and-men, on their teaching prayer to him 
to be lawful and right, would have been juſtified in 
offering it to him, from the proofs they exhibited of 
a divine commiſſion, to ſhew unto the world what 
they were to believe and practiſe, although he him- 
ſelf, during his whole ſtay and reſidence among 
mortals; had never given any hint about the dueneſs 
of ſuch honour to him. 


It follows, “ Nor let any allege that Chriſt might 


decline ſpeaking ſuch great things of himſelf, as 


& would 


(-38-3 


& would have been the commanding men to wor- 
« ſhip him, out of modeſty, being here in a ſtate of 
« humiliation; and that otherwife he would have 
« mentioned it. I anſwer; it was a point of too 
« great moment to be waved on any ſuch pretence. 
&« There would have been no pride or vanity in his 
6c laying claim to what was due to him, if he were 
to be worſhipped and prayed to; and declaring it. 
«© Tt would have made men reverence him the more.” 
But it is obvious to reply, it may be very true, that 
Chriſt would not have fallen under any juſt blame or 
cenſure for vanity, though he had told men, in the 
moſt dire& terms, not liable to be eluded by any ſo- 


phiſtry, that they were to pray to him, when he 


ſhould be taken from them, and remain no more vi- 
ſible to their bodily eyes; but it is not a valid conclu- 
ſion, therefore, that he certainly would have men- 
tioned it in fo expreſs a manner. Who will affirm 
that Chriſt might not have ſpoken as fully and copi- 
ouſly as his apoſtles have done, about his exaltation 
to be head over all orders of creatures in the univerſe, 
about his interceſſion in the preſence of God for men, 
about his railing the pious dead, with much improve- 
ment, at the end of the world, and ſome other things, 
without making himſelf obnoxious to be reaſonably 
taxed with arrogance and pride? And yet it is un- 
deniable that he hath been far more ſparing in his 
account of theſe honours which have been conferred 
upon him, 

When Mr. Lindſey ſhall explain, in a ſatisfactory 
manner, the cauſes of his ſaying leſs of theſe matters 
than his apoſtles, however under no neceſſary reſtraint 
through modeſty or humility, then may I alſo unfold 
the reaſons why he hath ſpoken ſo little on the ſub- 
ject of prayer to himſelf, Meantime, that he hath 
acted with ſuch reſerve here is no more a proof that 

he 
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he is not to be prayed unto by us, than his cloſeneſs 
on ſome other articles is, that he is not to be ac- 
knowledged and reverenced by us, as enjoying 
thoſe dignities, and executing thoſe meaſures, which 
his apoſtles, in their writings, have ſo largely and 
diſtinctly aſcribed to him. | 

As to what the author ſubjoins, -about our finding 
nothing of an injunction “to men to worſhip and 
« pray to him in the writings of the apoſtles,” for 
„ They never tell us that their Maſter Jeſus ordered 
« himſelf to be prayed to; or that they had them- 
« ſelves received any divine revelation concerning it; 
* and without one or other of theſe, without autho- 
6 rity from God, or from Chriſt, how chriſtians 
„could begin ſuch a practice, or how it can be war- 
& ranted, is hard to ſay;“ it will fall moſt naturally 
to be conſidered under his ſixth ſection, the title of 
which runs thus, The apoſtles never teach that 
„ prayer was to be offered to Chriſt.” I therefore 
delay examining this aſſertion here, till that ſection 
is brought under review, that I may avoid, as far as 
poſſible, unneceſſary repetition. 


CHAPTER 


CI 


CHAPTER u. 


Containing Remarks on Mr, Lindſey's fourth Sefion, 
« The religious worſhip of Chriſt, in the offering 
« up of prayer to him, is not deducible from bis 
* character, office, or any high divine power aſcribed 

« to him.“ 


I Proceed now to the conſideration of his fourth 

Section, ſo far as is requiſite in purſuance of my 
deſign. Here he ſays, © As Chriſt never gave any 
command to worſhip himſelf ; ſo cannot the 
&* ficneſs of praying to him, be inferred from any 
s thing ſaid by him, of his great power; or from 
« any of his promiſes to his diſciples, implying a 
divine preſence, in reſpect of his being always with 
© them, to hear and to help them. For upon ex- 
* mination, it will be found, that he ſays no more 
« on ſuch occaſions, than Moſes had done, who was 
„a prophet and divine lawgiver as he was, though 
* in wiſdom and moral excellency, and divine pow- 
« ers far inferior to him. Thus, for inſtance, if Je- 
* ſus ſays to his diſciples ; (Matt. xviii. 20.) Vbere 
% two or three are gathered together in my name, there 
* am 1 in the midſt of them : Moſes makes a promiſe 
of the like ſort to his diſciple Joſhua; ¶ Deut. xxxi, 

23.) And he gave Foſhua the ſon of Nun a charge, 
& and ſaid; be ſtrong and of good courage: for thou 
* ſhalt bring the children of Iſrael unto the land which 
« ware unto them : and I will be with thee.” It can 
no. more then be inferred, according to him, from 
theſe words of Chriſt, that he is to be prayed to, 
than from theſe words of Moſes, that he was to be 
rhe object of religious addreſſes, which yet no body 
ever dreamed of preſenting unto him. 
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— — * 

— —U—ñ—2 
- 
- 


= * or 0 
" > - 
* R * Y 1 Y 3 — 
- — —— — — ͤ F— —Möê — 


: 618 5 


N This,“ it muſt be confeſied, - ſcemns to be urged 


very plauſibly againſt any argument, from the words 
of 'Feſus juſt quoted, that prayer ſhould be offered to 
him: about the propriety of which ſee Letter to Dr. 
Jebb, page 36, &c. Nevertheleſs, upon a more nar- 
row and cloſe exanmtnation, it will be found to have 
little-force in it enen againſt ſuch an inference from 
For, firſt, there may appear to be ſome uncertainty 
Fhether this ſenſe of the text in Deuteronomy, where- 
7 Maſes is made to ſay, he bad ſworn ta give them 
he land of Canaan, and io promiſe he would be with 
Jochua in introducing them, into it, though ſuitable 
enough to our tranſlation, be authorized by the an- 
cient or original reading of the Hebrew. The reaſon 
is, the Greek interpreters, who, like Mr. Lindſey, un- 
derſtood Moſes to be the perſon here addreſſi 
Joſhua, his ſucceſſor in the conduct of Iſrael, (as in- 
deed moſt copies of their verſion exhibit his name in 
the begin ning of the verſe, ) turn the latter“ clauſes 
as if the reading thereof had been different; far 
they render them ſo as to make God the giver of the 


- oath and'the author of the promiſe, and not Moſes : 


For thou (Joſhua) alt bring the children of Hrael in- 
10 the land which the Lord ſware unto them, and be 
Hall be with thee, Now, if it is a late and corrupt 


reading which puts into Maſes's mouth ſuch a, pro- 


miſe to Faſbua as is ſimilar to that of Chrift to his 
diſciples, about his being in the midſt of them where- 
| F ever 


'In this reſpect all the Greek copies agree, with this ex- 
ception, that the Ox ford MS. inſtead of avrosg, has, roig r 
Teeow autwy" for they run, av yag uwontnug T2; vice Ig dg rw 
vu u W051 GuTNG Kugiogs xa GuT0 kg. are . In the begin- 
ning of the verſe indeed there is ſome ſmall diverſity ; for the 
Vatican MS. hath fimply, xas werruaaro, and be commanded, 
while the Alexandrian and Oxford MSS. and editions of Com- 


plutum and Aldus have, aa. Mwvang. ir , and: Moſes come 
manded, &c. ; 


( 19 ) 
ever two or three were gathered in his name, the ar- 
gument that this can be no foundation for worſhip- 
ing Chrif, otherwiſe that would be a foundation for 
worſhipping Moſes, falls to the ground, 
But I am aware it may be objected, it is raſh and 
untenable to ſuſpect the preſent reading of the Hebrew 
as ſpurious, merely becauſe the Seventy have in their 
tranſlation departed from 1t; conſidering that thoſe 
interpreters do often betray great inattention, to ſay 
no wotſe, and that all the Hebrew MSS, which have 
been collated by Dr. Kennicet, as well as all the other 
antient verſions, the Samaritan, Latin, Syriac, and 
Arabic, do ſupport ir. I therefore add, ſecondly, 
though the preſent reading ſhould be genujne which 
our Exgliſb Bible expreſſes thus: Which I fivare unto 
hem; and I will be with thee, God himſelf ought 
to be underſtood, as the ſpeaker, through the whole 
of the verſe, inſtead of Moſes. It is true Moſes is 
the perſon laſt mentioned; on which account he 
hath beem thought by ſome, as well as by the ſeventy 
expoſitors and our author, to addreſs Fcſbus in it. 
For it is ſaid, ver. 22. Moſes therefore wrote thts ſong 
the ſame day, and taught it the children of Iſtael. And 
then it is ſubjoined, Aud be gave Joſhua, the ſon of 
Nun, à charge, &c. as here, Nevertheleſs, I appeal 
to all impartial judges, whether God himſelf was not 
intended by the ſacred hiſtorian, and ought not to 
be regarded by us as the deliverer of the charge ra- 
ther than Moſes. For, in the firſt place, it is no un- 
common nor unuſual thing in the Hebrew language, 
when the nominative is omitted before the verb, as in 
this caſe, to ſupply, not the nominative which is prox- 
imate, or neareſt, but that which is in its ſituation more 
diſtant and remote. Thus, when it is ſaid, (Foſbus 
| ii. 7.) As ſoon as"they, who purſued after the ſpies, were 
| gone out, they put the gate, what perſons are under- 
11564" to have ſhut the gate? Not the purſuers, 
C 2 thovgh 
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( 20 } 


though theſe are mentioned immediately before, but 


the inhabitants of the town of Fericho, or their of- 
ficers, who had the cuſtody of that avenue to it com- 
mitted to them for preventing any ſudden ſurprize 
by enemies. So, (Gen. xiv. 11.) who were they that 
took all the goods of Sodom and Gomerrab, and all 
their victuals, and went their way? Not the kings 
of Admab, and Zeboim, and Bela, who ſurvived the 
ſlaughter of the kings of Sodom and Gomorrah, 
though laſt ſpoken of; but Chedorlaomer, Tidal, Am- 
rapbel, and Arioch, the four kings that were confede- 
rate to make war againſt the other five, In like 
manner, (xxxix. 14.) who is the be, againſt whom 
Potiphar's wife exclaims as having brought in an 
Hebrew to mock them? Not Foſeph, though Jaſt 
mentioned, but Potiphar, his maller, and her own 
huſband. Other“ examples of the ſame nature might 
be ealily added ; but theſe may be ſufficient to prove, 
that, agreeably to the idiom of the Hebrew tongue, 
another perſon may be underſtood as the ſpeaker, in 
the charge to Foſbua here, than Moſes, though Moſes's 
name preceded without the intervention of a diffe- 


rent one, 


** 


Again, as the ſpeaker may be underſtood to be 
another than Moſes, who is laſt mentioned, in perfect 
conſiſtency with the rules of the Hebrew language and 
the manner of its writers, ſo ſeveral circumſtances 
concur to perſuade us, that God himſelf ought to be 
ſuppoſed ih ſpeaker here. For, unleſs God is intro- 
duced giving Jeſtua the charge here, no ſeparate 
and diſtin& charge at all will be given him by Jebovab, 
though he had, after admonſhing Moſes of the near- 
neſs of his end, directed him to call him, that he 
might give him a charge in the tabernacle of the 
congregation, ver. 14. of this thirty-firſt chapter. 
When they preſent themſelves together in Kar 


See 1 Kirgs XX. 34+ 


6 


ſacred place, according to the divine mandate he- 
fore pronounced, there will be only a prediction, 
addreſſed by the Deity unto Maſes in particular, of 
the apoſtacy of the people to idolatry and other ſins 
after his deceaſe, and of the calamities with which 
he would viſit them, on that account, in his righteous 
diſpleaſure; and, next, an order given by him, to them 
in common, to write and teach the Hraelites a ſong, 
which might be a perpetual witneſs and ſtandin 
memorial of their depravity and folly. And, ſhould 
not the omiſſion of ſuch a charge, when there had 
been ſo ſolemn a ſummons of Jaſbua to receive it, be 
avoided as an impropriety? Yet this can only be 
done by that explication of the 23d verſe I am pro- 
' poſing. What although, in the 22d verſe, it is ſaid, 
oles therefore wrote this ſong the ſame day, and taught 
it the children of Iſrael; that verſe naturally falls to be 
conſidered as a parentheſis, thrown in to relate ſhortly 
the obedience that was paid by Moſes, ſo far as he 
was concerned, to the appointment about the ſong, 
in part that very day on which it was given, and in 
' part afterwards, And then the hiſtory, after this in- 
cidental note, returns to the begun detail of God's 
procedure; mentioning what he ſaid to Joſhua per- 
ſonally here, as it had before what he ſaid to Moſes 
perſonally. Farther, how improbable Moſes ſhould 
uſe thoſe expreſſions, about his having ſworn to be- 
ſtotm upon the children of Iſrael the land of Canaan, 
and his promiſing to be with Joſhua, which te is made 
to uſe by thoſe who maintain him to be the ſpeaker? 
He has in innumerable places ſpoken of an oath by 
which the land of Canaan was ſecured to them; but 
it is every where elſe God“ who ſwore to confer it 


C 3 upon 


In Joſhua xiv. g. Indeed, Caleb, the ſon of Fephunneh, re- 
par Mojes to have ſworn to him about his poſſeſſion in the 
land: And Moſes are on that day, /aying, ſurely the land, where= 
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( 22 ) 


upon them, not himſelf. So Jeboveb's ſwearing is 
mentioned even twice in that diſcourſe by God to 
Moſes and Joſhua, which is recorded in this very chap- 
ter, ver. 20, 21. In the ſame way, we do not find 
that Moſes any where elſe ſpeaks of his being with 
Joſhua. It is always, by his account, the Lord his 
God who will be with him, to protect and proſper 
him, or crown his endeayours, of procuring them a 
ſettlement in Canaan, with ſucceſs. See 3, 6, 7, 8, 
verſes of this chapter. No more does any other of 
God's prophets hold ſuch language to individuals, or 
communities, as Moſes is made to do here, by thoſe 
who reckon him the ſpeaker, of his being with them. 
It is the language of God himſelf, or of his ſervants 
concerning him unto ſuch, Jud. vi. 12-16, J xlüi. 2, 
10. Accordingly, it deſerves our attention, that God 
himſelf is repreſented, by the author of the book of 
Joſbua, giving him the ſame charge and encourage- 
ment, which this verſe, according to the explication 
now aſſerted, contains, but with greater length and 
fulneſs. Jeſbua i. 5, 6. I will be with thee: I will 
not fail thee, nor forſake thee. Be ſtrong and of goud 

courage; for unto this people foalt thou divide fer an 
inberitance the land which 1 ſware unto their fathers to 
give them. And again, ver. 9. Be frong and of goad 
courage; be not afraid, neither be thou diſmayed ; far 
the Lord thy God is with thee whitherſoever thay goeſt. 


Upon 
ou thy feet have trodden, ſhall he thine inheritance and thy children's 
far ever, becauſe thou haſt wholly followed the Lord my Ged. But 
this cannot be conſidered as an objection to the remark, ſince the 
oath regards only the grant of a particular tract in the divifion 
of the country, Even upon that paſſage, however, Le Clerc has 
this note. Neither in Numb. xiii. where this narrative is firſt 
given, nor in Deut. i. where it is repeated, there is mention of 
of Mojes's ſwearing, but only of God's. Yet, becauſe the 
words of God's ſwearing, which- axe there, were rehearſed by 
Me/es ip the hearing of the people, therefore Me/es is ſaid to 


to have {worn. Often prophets are ſaid to do what, in the name 
4 God, they fortel Will. e. Pena i. yo." e WP Fe 


( 3-3 

Upon foch reaſons as theſe, Tome tranſlators * have 
ventured to ſupply, the Lord, as the nominative be- 
fore gave, in the beginning of the verſe under debate, 
thus: And the Lord gave Joſhua, the ſor Nun, 4 
charge, &c. and one- critic, at leaſt, hath even ſug- 

fied that the expreſſion for it, in the original, may 
have fallen out through ſome overſight of tran- 
ſcribers, more eſpecially if it was written by contrac- 
tion, in two ſmall letters; which, with age, might 
be leſs conſpicuous : ſo cogent hath the evidence ap- 
peared, to learned men, for God's being the ſpeaker 
here, and not Moſes. ' Since, therefore, though the 
preſent reading ſhould ftand, God is to be conſidered 
as the perſon who promiſes to be with Joſhua, and 
not Moſes, Mr. Lindſey's plea, that there is as little 
ground for worſhipping Chrift, trom his promiſe to 
be in the midſt of his people to bleſs them, as there 
is for praying to Maſes, from his promiſe to be with 
Foſhua, is utterly deſtroyed; for there is no ſuch 
promile. 

Mr. Lindſey next ſays, with the ſame deſign of ſet- 
ting aſide all prayer or religious worſhip of Chriſt, 
If Jeſus ſays, (Joh. xiv. 13, 14.) Mat ſoever ye ſhall 

| | | | (© 4 «c aſe 


* 


Though the Chaldee paraphraſt, Onlelas, bath not ſupplied 
the Lord in the beginning of the verſe, he hath clearly ſhewed 
he ſuppoſed God to be the giver of the charge to 7o/bua, not 
Moſes, while he renders the latter clauſe thus: My word foall be 
cuith thee ; it being common for him to ſpeak of God's word 
as an agent under him. Le Clerc, however, has Deus præcepit; 
the vulgate verſion, præcepitque Dominus; and H:ubigant, 
Dominus fic mandavit ; while his note is as follows: Miet 
pr=cepit. Vulgatus addit, Dominus, vel ex ſcriptione, vel ex ne- 
ceſſitate ſententiæ : nam ſequitur uravi, et poſtea, ego ero iecum, 
quæ verba ſunt Dei loquentis, etſi Hod. context. non inducit 
loquentem Deum. Græci interpretes, cum ſimiliter ut nune legi- 
tur ſcriptum haberent, poſuerunt in fine ſententiæ, guam jaravit 
Dominus, et ille erit tecum. Vulgato potius afler tiendum ut ad- 
datur M poſt 1711 quod nomen non ſemel fuit Hod. in codi- 
cibus prætermiſſum, præſertim fi compendio 1?! ſcriptum erat, 
quod propter tenuitatem facile erat deleri ex vetuſtate. | 
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« oft in my name, that will I do; that the Father may 
« be glorified in the ſon. If ye ſhall aſt any thing in 
&« my name, I will do it. Moles, even more emphati- 
« cally, ſays the ſame of himſelf ; (Deut. xi. 13, 14, 
« 15.) And it ſtall come to paſs, if you ſhall bearken 
«< diligently unio my commandments, which I command 
* you this day, io love the Lord your God — that I will 
give you the rain of your land in his due ſeaſon — and 
« [I will ſend graſs in thy fields, &c. (xxix. 5, 6.) J 
« have led you forty years in the wilderneſs : your 
&« clothes are not waxed old upon you, and thy ſhoe is 
« not waren old upon thy foot. Ye have not eaten 
* bread, neither have ye drank ſtrong drink, that ye 
« might know that I am the Lord your God. The 
<« truth is, the holy Jeſus, after the example of other 
% prophets of God, of Moſes eſpecially, to whom it 
« was foretold he ſhould be like, does not always 
<< preface what he delivers from God, with ſaying, 
x. that he ſpoke in the name of the Father; but ſome- 
“ times utters the doctrine or promiſe, as if the Fa- 
at ther ſpake in his own perſon. * In which caſes it 
« 1s obvious to ſee that it is not Jeſus or the prophet 
that ſpeaks, but God in him, or by him.“ 

Bur it may be doubted, in like manner, whether 
our Engliſh verſion exhibits the ſenſe of the Hebrew 
text as it was read of old in both theſe paſſages. For 
it is certain that the Samaritan Pentateuch, the Se- 
venty, and the vulgate verſions, do all make Jebovab 
to promiſe he will give rain and graſs, not Moſes . 

And, 


® See, ſays Mr. Lindſay in a note here, another inſtance of 
this kind, Matth. xxxiii. 34. quoted and explained in the Sequel 
to the .. &c, page 371. | 

+ The Samaritan, inſtead of having the verb in the firſt per- 
ſon, AN Z wwill give, hath it twice over in the third, JT? he 
vill give, i. e. the Lord, The Seventy, too, have Juou twice 
over inftead of e. And Vulgate has dub:t once for all. 
Houbigant, therefore, looks on it as the true reading, without 


any 


he 


( ug ) 

And, in favour of that reading on which they proceed, 
it muſt be admitted, that neither Moſes, nor any of the 
prophets that followed him, ever ſpeak of their be- 
ſtowing theſe things, but of God's doing it. See Lev. 
xxvi. 4-6, Deut. xxviii. 8, 14. Pſal Ixv. 9. cxlvii. 
8, &c. Nor is it of any weight to overthrow it, that 
Moſes, in the 13th verſe, ſays, my commandments, not 

Dis; tor he might well ſtile the divine precepts to 
Iſrael my commandments, as they were delivere 
them by his interpoſition and miniſtry ; though, 
deed, one copy of the Greek verſion would lead to 
ſuppoſe that Moſes called them his, meaning God's, 
commandments. And, as to the laſt of theſe paſſa- 
ges, (Deut. xxix. 4, 5.) not to take notice that the 
Seventy read nya, and the Vulgate adduxit ; ma- 
king Moſes ſay, that God, who had been mentioned 
Juſt before, led them forty years in the wilderneſs; 
becauſe Maſes might very properly ſay, as their ſubor- 
dinate guide and director, I have led you, &c. The 
Aexandrian and Oxford MSS. of the Seventy, with 
the Complutenſian and Aldine editions, turn the laſt 
clauſe, that this Lord is your God; which looks as if 
the text, in their Hebrew copy, was different from 
that which is now in our hands. If thus, then, the 
reading in our preſent copies is vitiated and faul- 

. ty. 
any heſitation, For, ſays he, on ver. 14. Lege cum Samar. codi- 
cibus, cum Grzcis Intt. et cum vulgato D IA hoc verſu 
et ſubſequenti. Nam dab non convenit in Moſem loquentem, 
neque Deum Moſes loquentem inducit ; etfi Clericus id videre 
ſibi videbatur, propria id Minerva docens, cum nihil quidquam 
contextus habeat, quo fignificetur Moſen Dei induere perſonam. 
Vt eo homine nihil fit in conſideratius, qui vituperat, et Græcos 
quod verterint dou, et Vulgatum quod dabit, cum hoc, inquit, 
non intelligerent, nempe, Moſen pro Deo loqui, necnon et Sa- 
maritas vituperans qui emendaverint 7713, non autem legerint. 
* This Houbigant obſerves and improves to confirm his opi- 
nion: Cæterum quod Grzci [ntt. in codice Alexandrino vertunt 
rrrehag avry, præcepta ejus, demonſtrant olim ſcriptum fuĩſſe in 


qui buſdam codicibus, non MA, fed PALE, quod bene 
quadrat in JN dabit. 
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ty,” and the other is the genuine one which makes 
Moſes ſpeak of God's giving rain and graſs, in the 


hrſt paſſage, and of their knowing Fehovab to be their 
God in the laſt, Mr. Lindſes reaſoning from them 
loſes all che foundation on which i is built. 
But, let it be granted, as in the former inſtance, 
that our Engliſh tranſlation gives the true meaning: 
ſince none of the Hebrew MSS. which have hitherto 
been inſpected, furniſh any pretence, by their varia- 
tion, to think any error hath crept into the preſent 
text; and, fiace the Chaldee paraphraſe, the Syriac and 
Arabic verſions, explain the paſſage in Deut. xi. above 
quoted, agreeably to it, as do the Samaritan and all 
verſions whatever, beſides theſe copies of the Sev 
Juſt ſpecified, that in Deut. xxix. Still it will not fol- 
iow, that theſe declarations of Moſes, recited by our 
author, afford equal ground for worſhipping him, as 
the words of Cbriſt, by him likewiſe uced, do for 
worſhipping him. For, when Moſes ſpoke of his 
giving them rain and graſs, in the event ot their obe- 
dience to their law, and of his leading them forty 
years in the wilderneſs amidſt miraculous protection 
and ſupplies, every one would at once perceive that 
| | he, 


* Houbigant decides poſitively, that the Hebrew text is cor- 
rupted, and amends it from the Alexandrian MSS. of the Seventy, 
_ ſuppoſing that ſome Jewiſh tranſcriber of the Bible added the 

word JN J, by which the preſent ſenſe is varied from that of 
this Greet copy, through his Lavin been accuſtomed to the form, 
J am the Lord your God. Quia ego ſum Dominus, 1011 iN g. 
Hec ſunt Dei loquentis verba, cum tamen Joquatur Maſes in 
ſupra et infra dias, neque in oratione 8 ſit quo fignifi- 
catur Dei loquentis de wry induc]. oc vitium tollitur in 
codice Alexandrino, in quo fic legitur, dri BTog 6 Kugiog OO» dw 
quia ille eff Dominus Deus veſter, Additum fuit AN, cum hæc 
formula, ego ſum Dominus Deus weſter, gue ſæpiſſime venit, in 
mente deſcriptoris penitus inſederat. Nam, ſi tollis JN, recte 
procedit oratio, ut memineritis Domirum e Deum veſi rum. 


* 


* 


be, either by ſuch a ſudden change? of perſons as 
is frequent in the books of the Old Teſtament, in- 
troduced God addreſſing his people himſelf inſtead 
of continuing his on diſcourſe to them which he 
had begun; or that he + then ſpoke in the perſon of 

0 God, 

Many inſtances of this quick change of perſons may be 
obſerved in the prophetic writings, as in P/alm ii. 6, 7. Yet 
have I ſet my king upon my holy hill of Zion. 1 will declare the 
decree ; the Lord bath ſaid unto me, thou art my Son, &. Iſaiah 
Hi. 1, 4. The prophet having ſaid, Behold the Lord, the Lord 
of Hoſts, doth take away from Jeruſalem and from Judah the flay 
and the flat. the whale lay of bread and the whole flay of water, 
the mighty man and the man of war, goes on thus: And 1 ail 
give children to be their princes, and babes ſhall rule over them. 
Again, xxxiv. 1, 25. Come hear, ye nations, to hear and hearken, 
ye peofle ; let the earth hear and all that is therein, the world and 
all things that come forth out of it. For, the indiguation of the. 
Lerd is upon all nations, and his fury upon all their armies — For 
my feverd ſhall be bathed in heaven: Behold be Hall come down 
upon Idumea, and upon the people of my curſe, to judgement. In like 
manner, as the reader will find, Jaiab xlviii. 12, 16. Ii. 1, 2,3, 4» 
Iii. 10, 11, 12. to omit all other examples. 

+ There ſeem to be undeniable inſtances of this figure on 
different occaſions, by which the meſſenger ſpeaks of him who 
ſends him, the vicegerent, or delegate, of him who employs him 
as his repreſentative, in the firit perſon. Geneſis Xv), g. 1 be an- 
gel of the Lord /ays to Hagar, Iwill multiply thy feed excredingly, 
that it ſhall not be numbered for muliitude, Yet it is God's prero- 
gative to give iſſue. For, P/; cxxvii. 3. Children are an berilage 
of the Lord, and the fruit of the wwomb is his reward. And, 
Halm exiii. g. He makith the barren avoman to keep bouſe, and 
to be a joyful mother of children. Again, Gen. XXil. 12. The au- 
gel of the Lord called unto Abraham, and Jald, lay not thine band 
upon the lad, neither do thou any thing to him, for now I know that 
thou fiareft Ged. ſeeing thou haſt net withheld thy ſon, thine only 
any from me. Se allp, Judges ii. 1. An angel of the Lord came up 
from Gilgal, to Bochim, and /aig, I made you to. go up out of 
Egypt, and hawe brought you unto the land which 1 ſawware unto your 
fathers, Ce. Again, xi. 12, Feptha's meflengers ſpeak words 
to the Ammonite kings; which could only be ſpoken, with pro- 
priety, by Jeriba himſelf, What haſt theu ta do with me, that 
thou art come again me, to fight in my land? Even in Rev. xi. 


12. an angel is introduced, laying, Nie, and meaſurg the temple 
of God, ard the aliar, and them that worſhip therein 5 — gud I 


ai give payer io my two witneſſes, c. 
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God, according to that Hebrew idiom, by which per- 


ſons, bearing a divine or human commiſſion, are re 
preſented to hold the ſame language and uſe the ſame 
terms as God himſelf, who ſent them, or the men who 
employed them, would have done. Indeed he could 
not be underſtood otherwiſe, without ſuppoſing him 
here to ſubvert his whole doctrine, and contradict 
his entire legiſlation through which this principle 
ran, that 7ehovab and no other was their God, whom 
they were to acknowledge and ſerve, and on whom 
they were to depend for the increaſe of their land 
and other bleſſings, and that himſeif was only the 
miniſter, or envoy, whom he had authorized to ſhew 
unto them his purpoſes and will. 

But what room is there to pretend that Feſus 
Chriſt's words muſt be interpreted in a ſimilar man- 
ner,. or, that, when he promiſes to be in the midſt of 
them that were gathered in his name, and to do 
whatever his diſciples ſhould aſk in his name, he 
muſt be explained only to mean that God his Father 
would be in the midſt of ſuch aſſemblies and grant 
the requeſts cf ſuch petitioners? I confeſs there is 
nothing inconſiſtent, with the phraſeology of ſcrip- 
ture, in underſtanding Chriſt to utter a promiſe as if 
the Father ſpake in his own perſon by him, ſeeing 
ſeveral ſpecimens of ſuch dition have been exhibi- 
ted under the laſt note, to which I may add Ekjah's 
threatening to Ahab, Becauſe thou haſt ſold thyſelf to 
work evil in the fight of the Lord, behold I will bring 
evil upon thee, and will take away thy poſterity, &c. 
1 Kings, xxi. 21. without any preface, Thus ſaith the 
Lord. But there is not the ſame neceſſity for adopt- 
ing this mode of explication, with reſpect to Chri/t's 
words before us, as in theſe other inſtances: for, where- 
as neither Moſes had given any proof of an inherent 
power in himſelf to give rain and graſs, nor Elijab 
any proof of an inherent energy in himſelf to inflict 

| calamities 
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calamities on Ahab and death on his poſterity, Jeſus 
had afforded undeniable evidences of his knowledge 
of what paſſed at a diſtance from the place where he 
for the time abode, and of his ability to give eaſe 
and deliverance from diſtempers where he was not 
- preſent, as in the cure of the nobleman's ſon at Ca- 
pernaum, Jobn iv. 53. of the centurion's ſervant, 
Matt. viii. 15. of the Canaanitiſh woman's daughter, 
Matt. xv. 28. He hath alſo made ſuch aſſertions of 
his endowments, on different occaſions, as, in their 
obvious and literal meaning, juſtify the expectations 
of his followers, that he will exert an influence 
for fulfilling their defires and beſtowing bleſſings 
upon them wherever he gives any aſſurance of this na- 
ture. For, he ſays, What things the Father doth, theſe 
alſo doth ihe Son. The Father hath committed all judge- 
ment to the Son, Job. v. 19, 22. All power and auiho- 
rity is given to me in heaven and in earth, Mitt. xxvint. 
18. And like declarations his apoſtles gave con- 
cerning his capacities after his removal from this 
world, and his effuſion of the Spirit upon them. — 
And, as thus there is not the ſame neceſſity for ha- 
ving recourſe to that fort of comment on Chriſt's 
words which makes him utter theſe promiſes in his 


Father's perſon inſtead of his own, ſo there ariſes a 


ſtrong argument againſt ir, from what is ſubjoined 
to the laſt of them; for, with what propriety or juſt- 
neſs could he ſay, I will do whatſoever you aſt in my 
name, that the Father may be glorified in the Son, if 
himſelf was to diſplay no friendly and beneficent 
power on the occaſion, only his Father to confer the 
good things lolicited ? Had Moſes ever ſaid, I will 
give you rain, that God may be glorified in his ſer- 
vant, would we not have immediately allowed that 
Moſes did not ſpeak in the perſon of God but 
in his own perſon, and undertook to exert a faculty, 
which he poſſeſſed, of watering the ground with the 
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ſhowers of heaven, in order to its fruitfoltieſs, tllat 
all might honour the Deity, chor had communicated 
ſuch virtue unto him? And ſhould! we not in the 
ſame way grant, Jeſus ſpoke here not as perſonating 
his heavenly Father, but as his Son and Meſſiah; and 


declared he would put forth a power, which was 


veſted in him, according to the deſires, and for the 
good of his diſciples? No doubt God is glorified 
or honoured by the accompliſhment of every pre- 
diction or promiſe which any, having authority from 
him, do deliver. But this was not enougk to anſwer 
the expreſſions here, though it might have been ſuf- 


ficient, had the terms run, I aſſure you, my Fatber 


will be in the midſt of iwo or three of you that are ga- 


 thered in my name; — will do Whatever you aſk in my 


name. To vindicate and verify the words that are 
actually uſed by Chrift, it is requiſite he ſhould' have 
ſome ageacy and operation in the conveyance of the 
benefit aſſured by them, — ſome ſhare and concern 
in diſpenſing the good undertaken for in them. 
All this reaſoning may be confirmed by conſider- 
ing how ſome other words of Jeſus, which appear in 
ſome degree parallel, are interpreted by all. He tells 
the multitudes, Jobn vi. 40. This is the will of bim 
that ſent me, that every ont who' ſertb the Son and be- 
lieveth on him may have everlaſting” life; and I will 
raiſe him up at tbe laſt day. See too ver. 54. Now, ac- 
cording. to that method of expoſition which Mr. 
Lindjey follows, it ought to be contended, all his 


meaning is, that his Father, who ſent him, will raiſe 


up them that believe on him to eternal life. But, 


how- ridiculous would ſuch an account appear uni- 


verſally, when he hath told us, That, as the Father 
raiſeth up the dead and quitkentth them, even ſo the Son 
quickeneth whomhe will; that, as the Father hath life 
in himſelf, ſo bath be given to the Son to have life in 
himſelf. John v. 21, 26. That the hour cometh, _ 
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the dead fhallbnar tht vaice of the Son of Cod, and they 


that hear hall live.; ver. 23. Ot, as it is, ver. 28. 
T he hour. js coming, in the which: all that are in the 
graves fball hrar bis voice, and ſball come forth. And 
his apoſtle, 2 Cor. iv. 14. That be, whoraiſed up the 

Lord Jeſus from-the dead, ſpall raiſe up, by Jebus, them 

who. are alway delivered unto death for Jeſus ſake. The 

plain and natural import is, that Jeſus will manifeſt 

his power in recovering the dead to life; not merely 

that his Father will redeem them from the grave and 

reſtore them to life, In the ſame way, where Jeſur 
declares, Rev. ii. 26. He that avereameth, and keepetty 
my works unto ibe end, to bim will 1 give power over 
the nations. The ſenſe, according to Mr. Lindſey's 

ſcheme,. will be no more than this: My: Father 
*© will give this; victorious and: perſevering Chriſtian 
% power or author! rĩty over the nations ;?* — 

be alledged, it is not Jeſus that ſpealis theſe words, 
but God in him or by him. But how is this glos 
reconcileable wit what follows, . Euen as\Freveived- 
of my. Father? Does not this make it plain, that 
Chriſt ſpeals of his own condeſcendiag to yield æ 
power or authority to his faithful Aiples, even 


as, he had a power or W 4g unto him 
ſelf by his Father? 


Upon the; whole, then, we may bo ſatisfied that 
chili, f in theſe, places, which have beer the ſubject of 
diſquiſition, lays more of his power, and makes pro- 
miſes to his diſciples about his being with them, to 
hear and help them, beyond what Moſes has done. 

As to Mr. Lindſey's note about Matt. xxxiiic 34. 
with the reference to the Sequel io Ihe Apology, page 
371, (above quoted, in the note, page 24.) where, 
having obſet ved it is not unuſual with the prophets to 
drop their own perſon and aſſume that of the Su- 
preme Being whom they repreſented, without any no- 
tice given of the change, he adds, * And this is 

I * « evidently 


(. 32 ) 
« evidently done by Chriſt himſelf, in Matt. xxiii. 34. 
% Wherefore, behold I ſend unto you prophets and wiſe 
« men, and ſcribes, is ſpoken in the name of God, 
« as St. Luke interprets it, xi. 49. Therefore alſo ſaid 
* the wiſdom of God, I will ſend them prophets and 
* apoſtles, &c.” He muſt, ere his expoſition can be 
admitted, firſt ſhew that the wiſdom of God does not 
ſtand, in St. Luke's Goſpel, to denote Jeſus himſelf, 
this being a fit title or appellation for him, both on 
account of his own diſcernment and penetration, and 
on account of the tendency of his miniſtry and la- 
bours to make men wiſe unto never-ending happi- 
neſs and felicity. And then, after he has ſucceeded 
in this point, ch Cbriſt does more here than merely 
repreſent a decree or determination of divine wiſ- 
dom to ſend extraordinary meſſengers to the Jewiſh 
nation. For, in conſiſtency with ſuch ſentation, 
he might very well ſay even here, ing in his 
own perſon and not in that of his Father, I ſend unto 
you prophets, and wiſe men, and ſcribes. There is no 
need to make his diſcourſe, related by the evangeliſt 
Maithew, and that recorded by the evangeliſt Luke, 
agree in all particulars, as theſe diſcourſes were deli- 
vered by him at widely different-periods of his pub- 
lic miniſtry, and in very diſtinct places, the one of 
them earlier and at the table a Phariſee, the 
other near his apprehenſion by his enemies and in the 
temple of Jeruſalem. Nor, indeed, would it be an 
eaſy taſk, whatever coincidence there may be in many 
great points. Does not himſelf likewiſe ſpeak of his 
tending forth his apoſtles into the world, even as his 
Father had ſent him? Jobn xvii. 18. and xx. 21. 
And are not his apoſtles reckoned by all to be in 
part thoſe re whoſe cruel treatment, by the 
Jewiſh people, he in this paſſage foretels? 
The author goes on, This throws light on that 
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© and ſpake unto them, ſaying; all power is given unto 
«© mne in heaven and in earth, Go ye therefore, and 
„ make diſciples of all nations, baptizing them into the 
«© name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the holy 
« Spirit; teaching them to obſerve all things whatſo- 
ever I have commanded you; and lo, I am with you 
* alway, even unto the end of the age. This power 
« given, (or rather promiſed) was not a mighty 
* power to controul men and angels, and over all 
nature; but a power, beſtowed merely for the 
„ purpoſe of making diſciples of all nations; which 
„ are the expreſs words by which Chriſt himſelf here 
„ explains and confines it; a promiſe of all needful 
« aſſiſtance to enable his apoſtles, to preach the goſ- 
« pel effectually; not to jews only, but to all the 
« world. And he encourages them with the aſſu- 
& rance, that ſuch an extraordinary divine aid would 
ebe afforded them; by adding, Lo I am with you 
% alway, even unto the end of the age, 1.e. the age du- 
& ring which the jewiſh church and ſtate were to laſt. 
% And this ſeems to limit the promiſe of ſuch aſſiſt- 
** ance to that period of time. Not that Chriſt in 
c perſon would be with his diſciples in that interval. 
6 For he had before told them, that he ſnould be 
« withdrawn from them; but in this ſenſe he ſhould 
„ come to them again, and be with them, as the 
tc extraordinary power and protection of God, which 
„ he had promiſed, would ſtill accompany them. 
« This promiſe was fulfilled, a few weeks after, by 
<« the pouring out of the gifts of the holy ſpirit 
upon the apoſtles, and by the miraculous powers 
«< which continued afterwards to be conferred on 
« believers, during that period, and infant ſtate of 
„ the church.” | 

But why ſhould the power, which Chriſt here ſpeaks 
of as given or promiſed to him, be thus limited and 
reſtrained, and be {aid to be a power beſtowed a = 
- or 
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for the purpoſe of making diſciples of all nations, 
or for giving all needful aſſiſtance to enable his 
apoſtles to preach the goſpel effectually, not to Jews 
only, but to all the world, as contradiſtinguiſhed 
from, or oppoſed unto, a mighty power to controul 
men and angels, and over all nature? Becauſe Chrif's 
declaration to his apoſtles, All power is given unto 
me in heaven and in earth, is ſucceeded with an order 
to them ro Go and make diſciples of all nations, it is 
not a ſolid deduction, - therefore the power he claims 
or challenges here, as his poſſeſſion, denotes only the 
power of affording extraordinary aid to them, in or- 
der to their fulfilment of the work enjoined them. 
If this had been all he intended, it would have been 
ſufficient to have ſaid, as elſewhere, The power of 
giving the Spirit to be your comforter, advocate, 
and auxiliary, is beſtowed on me; as indeed Mr. 
Eindſey ſeems to make Chriſt's aſſurance, he would 
ſend this Holy Spirit, Fob» xiv, 16-19, and xvi. 7. 
exegetical,* or explanatory of what he ſays here. It is 
far more reaſonable to think, that he comprehends 
under it alſo his power, or authority, to reward thoſe 
that ſhould believe and obey the goſpel, and to pu- 
niſh thoſe that ſhould flight and reject it, according 
to his exact knowledge of their characters; whatever 
flanderous accuſations might be thrown out againſt 
the former of them, and whatever arts of conceal- 
ment and diſguiſe the latter might in ſome circum- 
ſtances uſe: the conſideration whereof would tend 
to increaſe their dHigence and zeal to whom its pub» 
cation was committed. Nay, that he includes that 
empire and dominion with which he 1s veſted over 
every creature, viſible and inviſible, through the 
univerſe of God, according to the frequent aſſer- 
tion of Scripture, Petey iii. 22. Reuel. i. 18. Eph. 
i. 22, Cc. For he ſpeaks of his having all power 
conferred on him, both in heaven and in earth, which 

IS 


dee his note, page go, 


3x Wb 


is a common deſcription of the whole world in the- 


ſacred books. 

Why again ſhould Mr. Lindſey ſo narrow Chriſt's 
aſſurance of being with his apoſtles, both in teſpect 
of its import and of its duration ? By what valid ar- 
gument does he exclude, from the ſenſe of his being 
with them, every kindneſs and favour on his part, 
except affording them, extraordinary aid to render 
them ſucceſsful preachers of his religion ? What 
good reaſon is there for ſaying, Chriſt only promiſed 
to be with them until the end of the age during 
which the Jewiſh church and ſtate were to laſt ? In 
a note he tells us, This is the juſt interpretation 
« of that truly honeſt man, and learned critic, the 
late Bp Pearce, in his note on the place.“ But I muſt 
obſerve here, that the biſhop, at the ſame time that 
he propoſes this verſion, © to the end of the age,” and 
explains it to ſignify the end of the Jewiſh age, alio 
ſuggeſts that it may mean the end of the Chriſtian 
age, which is, in effect, the ſame with the end of the 
world; becauſe it is agreed, on all hands, that the 
Chriſtian age, or Goſpel diſpenſation, is to laſt as long 
as the world, or to be coeval with its continuance, — 
Which is ſtill more material; in other places, where 
currintia Ts aw, the Greek phraſe here, occurs, it 
unqueſtionably denotes the ſeaſon “ when this pro- 
bationary ſtate of the human race ſhall be finiſhed, in 
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© It is no good objection againſt this ſenſe, that cuil v 
eg is mentioned as an event which would happen at the ſame 
time with the deſtruction of the Jewiſh temple, and the coming 
of Meſtiah, in the queſtion of the apoſtles, Matth. xxix. z. 
l ben ſhall theſe things be,” ſay they to Jeſus, when ſhall be 
the demolition of this ſacred edifice, ſo that not one ſtone ſhall 
be left upon another, and wwhar hall be the fign of thy coming, 
« and of the end of the world )“ For it was according to the Jew- 
iſh prejudices, in which they had been bred, to ſuppoſe theſe 
events, of the deſtruction of the temple and Meſſiah's appear- 
ance, would be about the end of the world, as may be ſeen in 


Lightfoot 
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which righteous and wicked are mixed, even as 
wheat and tares grow in one field, and wholeſome 
and noxious fiſh are- caught in one ner, and 
when this material world ia which they dwell 
ſhall be diſſolved : fee Matth. xiii. 39, 40, 49. 
And how unreaſonable, to confine the extent of 
Chriſt's promiſe, of being with his apoſtles, to the 
duration of the Jewiſh republic! Did not John, one 
of them, ſurvive the overthrow of it a conſiderable 
ſpace ? Would he not have the ſame need of 
Chrift*s friendly ſuccour and aſſiſtance after the ruin 
of that polity as before it ? Why then ſhould we ſup- 
poſe the promiſe inadequate to the wants and neceſ- 
ſities of this perſon, eſpecially when, among the 
twelve, he was loved by the Maker of it with a 
more warm and fervent affection? Indeed it appears 
the more abſurd, in Mr. Lindſey, to repreſent the 
- promiſe to expire with the continuance of the Jewiſh 
ſtate, that he himſelf ſuppoſes it to have related to 
other believers as well as the apoſtles, ſeeing he ſays 
«© This promiſe was fulfilled a few weeks after, by 
„ the pouring out of the gifts of the Holy Spirit 
„% upon the apoſtles, and by the miraculous powers 
„ which continued afterwards to be conferred on 
« believers during that period and infant ſtate of 
& the church.” For, ſurely, multitudes of the other 
believers outlived the deſtruction of the city and 
temple of Jeruſalem, and the ſad cataſtrophe of the 
Jews under Titus, Nevertheleſs, according to our 
author's comment on the words above quoted, Chriſt 
only declared he would be with them till that æra. 
Afterwards, for any engagement which they imply, 
he was free to forſake and abandon them, and even 
to deprive them of the extraordinary gifts with 
| which 


Lightfoot and others. At to Heb. ix, 26. where the concluſion 
of the ages, or divine diſpenſations and economies, is ſignified, 
of which the Goſpel diſpenſation is the laſt, the expreiſion ts 
different, being TUVIEATIG GNWIWN » 
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which he had furniſhed them to ſpread and confirm 
the Goſpel. Surely it is much more natural to give 
the promiſe a greater length, and to underſtand the 
Saviour as ſaying he would be with the apoſtles, and 
all who ſhould follow, them, in teaching the doctrines 
and duties of Chriſtianity, in every age, till the end 
of time, as circumſtances ſhould require or render 
expedient. The encouragement, ariſing from Chri/?”s 
promiſe of being with them, would be as needful to 
them who ſhould ſucceed them in this work as to 
themſelves. And why ſhould they not here be con- 
ſidered as their repreſentatives, even as they are to 
be regarded, in the inſtitution of the ſupper, as the 
repreſentatives of all believers, or Chriſtian people, in 
genera] ? 

To conclude this chapter, no more can I allow 
the truth of Mr. Lindſey's polition, <* Since that time, 
% Chriſt's power has conſiſted in the efficacy of his 
e written goſpel, and the powerful motives therein 
cc contained, to bring men to eternal life by the 
* knowledge of the Father, the only true God.” For 
what warrant has he from Scripture to ſay that this 
is the whole of Chriſt's power ſince miracles ceaſed ? 
on the contrary, it leads us to think, by the. de- 
ſcription it gives us of his exaltation as a Prince 
and a Saviour, to give repentance and remiſſion of 
fins ; of his opening Lydia's heart; of his interpoſi- 
tion to awake, humble, and convert, Saul, and his 
ſeparation of him to the apoſtleſhip ; of his being 
head over all things to the Church, and of his ha- 
ving the keys of Hades, the invilible region, and of 
death ; and by the declarations it introduces him ma- 
king, Revel. ii. 1, 5, 8, 10, 16, 22, Sc. that his power is 
otherwiſe exerted, - that he influences the ſpirits of 
men,—that he orders, external events at his pleaſure, 
—that he protects his Faithful miniſters againſt tem- 


poral enemies, and proſpers them in their work to 
N D 3 ſuch 
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ſuch a degree as he ſees fit, that he enables his true 
diſciples to perſevere under all their difficulties and 


hardſhips, and the like. 
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CHAPTER III. 


Containing Remarks on Mr. Lindſey*'s fifth Section, 
which bath this Title, Feſus excludes himſelf from 
« being the objels of prayer.” 


— 


N this ſection Mr. Lindſey ſets out with aſſerting, 

that ** Jeſus Chriſt put an entire bar to the offering 
of religious worſhip to himſelf, or to any other per- 
<«< ſon whatſoever, by always praying to the Heavenly 
Father himſelf, and uniformly directing others to 
* pray to him alone.” And he endeavours to juſtify 
his aſſertion by reaſoning from Chriſt's words to the 
woman of Samaria, Jobn iv. 21, 23. but eſpecially 
from his reply to the requeſt of one of his diſciples, 
who ſaid unto him, Lord, teach us to pray as John alſo 
zaught his giſciples; which was, when ye pray, ſay, 
Our Father, which art in Heaven, | 

But neither of theſe paſſages appears to me to 
Juſtify his concluſion, as may be ſhewn in a very 
few words. | 

Jeſus, indeed, ſays to the Samaritan woman, 
& The hour cometh, when ye ſhall neither in this moun- 
« tain, (Gerizim,) nor yet at Jeruſalem, worſhip the 
« Father.—But the bour cometh, and now is, when 
« the true worſhippers ſhall worſhip the Father in ſpirit 
* and in truth: for the Father ſeeketh ſuch 4e worſhip 
Bim.“ But how does it follow, by juſt reaſoning, 
from this declaration of Jeu, that he himſelf was 


never 
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never to be worſhipped or prayed unto at all? Be it, 
as the author ſays, that this woman would never ſup- 
« poſe, that it could ever enter into the imagina- 
« tion of any one that reads theſe words, to ſuppoſe, 
„ that in the eſtimate of this heavenly Teacher, 
6 there was any other object of religious adoration, 
« but the Father alone.” Though they afford no 
argument that there is any other than the Father to 
whom ſupplications and praiſes are to be preſented, 
wherefore any inference from them, that there is, 
would be vain and groundleſs; they do not at all 
diſprove the exiſtence of ſuch an object of religious 
worſhip. As there was no controverſy between the 
Jews and Samaritans whether God alone was to be 
worſhipped according to the law of Moſes, but 
only about the place of his ſolemn ſervice ; whether 
Feruſalem or Gerizim was deſtined by him to be the 
ſcene where ſacrifices ſhould be offered to him, and 
where the ſacred feſtivals he had appointed ſhould 
be celebrated, while at the ſame time there was too 
great a propenſity and inelination in both parties to 
reſt in mere external homage, without inward devo- 
tion; our Lord accommodates his diſcourſe to this 
ſtate of things, aſſuring them, in a ſhort time there 
would be no room for the diſpute which of theſe 
places had that privilege, or prerogative, and admo- 
niſhing them, in common, to cultivate fincere and 
real piety, inſtead of taking up with bodily tabour 
ſeparated from it, and decides no other matter. 

As little, again, is it a good conſequence from 
the other paſſage that Cbriſt hath utterly condemned, 
or prohibited, prayer to any other than his Heavenly 
Father. When one of his diſciples entreated him to 
teach them to pray, as John alfo taught his diſciples, 
he, their maſter, had juſt defifted or ceaſed from 
praying to his Father in heaven, as he frequently 
called God. Moreover, neither they nor Fobz's diſ- 
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ciples had any notion at that time of the obligation 
and duty, or even of the innocence and lawfulneſs, 
of praying to any other perſon. What then could 
the requeſt, Lord, teach us to pray, &c. ſignify' in 
the mouths of Feſus's diſciples, and according' to 
their ideas and opinions ? Nor, ſurely, inform us 
whether we may or ought to pray to another object 
than God, whom thou haſt been addreſſing; but, 
inſtruct us that we may pray aright to him. Though, 
therefore, Jeſus anſwered hereon, when ye pray, . 
Our Father, which art in heaven, &c. how idle is it 
to argue, becauſe he now gave them a model or for- 
mulary for their ſupplications, wherein none but the 
Fathef is invoked, that himſelf was never to have a 

prayer poured out unto him, Feſus have mercy upon 
e me,“ or the like, To pretend © he would certainly 
have thought it incumbent on him, to ſtate the 
« .objets of worſhip, if more than one, with preci- 
„ ciſion and accuracy,” upon ſo ſolemn a requeſt as 
this of his diſciples, ſeems very raſh and preci- 
pitate, ſince he did not reveal all truth at once, 
either to the promiſcuous multitudes or to his ſelect 
attendants and companions, but only piece-meal, or 
by degrees, embracing ſuch occaſions and ſeaſons for 
this end as himſelf judged proper. And it appears 
the more reprehenſible or cenſurable in this reſpec, 
when we conſider, he did not at this time lay down 
to them the rule which he afterwards delivered ex- 
preſsly, and with repetition, about aſking every 
thing in his name; though it might be affirmed, 
with much greater plauſibility, he would have thought 
it incumbent on him to explain this point rather 
than the other, becauſe it more clearly and evidently 
fell within the import of their petition and ſuit. To 
add beſides, as he does, © that an omiſſion in 
„ ſuch a caſe, would prevent them and their con- 
« vercs, to the end of time, from diſcharging a ne- 


ceſſary 


„ 
4c ceſſary part of their duty,” is, if poſſible, ſtill 
more unreaſonable: for might not Chriſt ſufficiegtly 
guard againſt the wrong uſe of this omiſſion he talks 
of, by the teaching of his apoſtles, after he ſhould 
be withdrawn from the ſociety of mortals, or by his 
own doctrine, in ſome later period of his miniſtry; 
as he did againſt the wrong uſe of the omiſſion, at 
this time, to bid them pray in his name? I am ſure 
any one would expoſe himſelf to be accuſed as a very 
bad reaſoner, who would infer, becauſe Cbriſt ſaid, 
on a certain occaſion, ** Y/hen ye ſtand praying, for- 
give, if yg have aught againſt any; that your Father, 
„ who is in beaven, may alſo forgive your treſpaſſes,” 
Mark xi. 23. that no more is requilite, to the ſuc- 
ceſs of our prayers for pardon, than an indulgent 
temper and behaviour towards them who have inju- 
red us; for, if it were, his omiſſion to mention it, 
when he profeſſed to ſhew them how prayer for that 
bleſſing would be acceptable, would betray his hear- 
ers, and all-who might take information from them, 
into an unavoidable neglect of every other qualifica- 
tion to the end of life. Vet Mr. Lindſey appears to 
reaſon little better from the premiſes here. 

Our author farther ſays, In this formulary, 
“ Chriſt has comprehended every thing that we can 
« want and aſk ot God; ſo as to leave us nothing to 
4 aſk of any other Being. Why then go to any 
* other? why multiply objects of worſhip without 
e need, as well as without cauſe or ſufficient war- 
* rant?” But neither is there any force in theſe in- 
terrogatories, to ſhew that prayer to Chriſt is unne 
ceſſary or criminal. To evince this, I will not urge 
that whoſoever calls on Chriſt or worſhips him, in 
effect, calls on and worſhips God, who hath exalted 
him, and conferred on him his univerſal dominion 
and authority, even as a perſon who makes applica- 
tion, for the grant of any poſſeſſion or advantage, to 


him 
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him whom the king hath appointed prefect, or go- 
vernor, of the town or province in which he lives, 
may be ſaid to aſk it from the king himſelf. In ſi- 
milar phraſeology, he that believeth on Chri/t is de- 


_ Clared by himſelf to believe on him that ſent him; 


he that ſeeth him to ſee the Father that ſent him; 
4 — xii. 44+ xiv. 9. he that heareth or deſpiſeth 

im to hear or deſpiſe him that ſent him; Matib. x. 
40. Luke x. 16. To wave inſiſting on this, let it 


be ſufficient to obſerve, when we deſire the favour 


of God, there is no bleſſing which this favour cannot 
beſtow; when we fear the diſpleaſure of God, there 
is no evil which this diſpleaſure cannot inflict: never- 
theleſs, none will, therefore, conclude it is needleſs 
and wrong to be ſolicitous about ſecuring Chriſt's 
acceptance, and eſcaping his wrath and indignation 
fince this would be to contradiẽt the prophetic in- 
junction, Kiſs, ye, the Son, leſt he be angry, and ye 
periſh from the way, P/. ii. 12. and the apoſtolic ex- 
ample ; for, Paul hath told us, 2 Cor. v. 9, 10. Ve 
labour [or are ambitious] that, whether preſent or ab- 
ſent, we may be accepted of him; for we muſt all ap- 
pear before the judgement-ſeat of Chriſt, &c. 

It may be proper to ſubjoin, in this place, it is 
weak to infer, (becauſe Chriſt hath directed us to 
worſhip the Father, to pray to the Father, ) there- 
fore, we are not to worſhip Chriſt or to pray to him 
at all. Our bleſſed Saviour, in his conflict with Satan, 
Mat. ix. 10. oppoſed, to his ſuggeſtion that he ſhould 
fall down and worſhip him, the divine precept 
Moſes, Thou fbalt worſhip the Lord thy God, and bim only 
Halt thou ſerve; and, oppoling it, teſtified his ap- 
probation of it as equitable and right. But does it 
follow, becauſe Jehovab, Iſrael's God, is only to be 
ſerved, that no ſervice is to be paid to Jeſus? Every 
one will readily confeſs it does not; ſuitably he hath 
encouraged ſervice tohimſelf by promiſes of great — 
pineſs 


| ( 43 ) 
pineſs and honour, John xii, 26. Fam man ſerve me, 


let him fallow me; and, where 1 om, there ſhall my ſer- 
vant be: if any man ſerve me, him will my Father bo- 
nour. And he hath directed how perſons, ſtanding 
in the relation of ſervants to him, ſhould bear with 
| patience reproaches caſt upan them, and ſhew con- 
deſcending kindneſs to one another, as may be ſeen, 
Matth. x. 24. Jobn x\ll. 13. Matth. xx. 27, 28. 
Again Jeſus hath ſaid, I will forewarn you whom you 
Hall fear ; fear not man, who can only kill the body; 
but fear God, who can deſtroy both body and ſoul in 
bell, Matith. x. 28. Lake xii. 4, 3. But does it there- 
fore follow, we are nat to fear the Lord Feſus? Few 
will preſume to maintain it; this being a meet ho- 
mage to him, on account of the characters he ſuſ- 
tains, and the relations in which he ftands to us, as 
Lord of all, and Judge of the quick and dead, and 
alſo directed in ſcripture, as was a little ago remark. 
ed. Moreover, truſt in God is invited in many pla- 
ces of the ſacred books, and truſt in man ſtrongly 
prohibited and awfully threatened; Ferem. xvii. 
8, Hai. ii. 22, Sc. xxvi. 4. Pf. cxlvi. 3, 4,5, &c. 
ut is it a juſt conſequence, therefore, that truſt in 
the * man Chriſt Jeſus, ibs ove Mediator, who gave bim- 


ſelf 


+ It is true, the word, here tranſlated ſerve, is Jazow, 
whereas, in Chriſt's quotation from the law, it is Aalto; but 
deu is in many other places applied, to denote ſervice to the 
Lord Jeſut, Rom. xiv. 18, xvi. 18. Colaſſ iii. 24. even as it is 
to expreſs ſervice to God his heavenly Father, Matt. vi. 24. 
1 Theſſ. 1. 9. and both words are employed, by the ſeventy 
interpreters, to render the Hebrew term ay very frequently. 
In particular, Aare occurs in their verſion of it, even where 
men are the object of ſervice, as well as Mn, Dent. xxviii. 
48. Ka Azlzevous Toi £9p045 02g. | 


Mr. Liadſiy, in the ſecond ſection of this diſſertation, with 
an air of triumph, urges his being ſpoken of, under this appel- 
lation of a man, by himſelf and by his apoſtles, as a deciſive 
evidence that he was no more than ſuch, that he had no ante- 


cedent 
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felf a ranſom for all, 1 Tim. ii. 5,6. is not a duty? Few 
will aſſert it, when the apoſtle deſcribes the more early 
Chriſtian converts by their having firſt truſted in 
Chriſt, Epheſ. 1.12. and all of them by their ſeeking 
to be juſtified through him, Gal. ii. 17. We rea- 
dily underſtand that cruſt in any other than God, 
which is accompanied with alienation and eſtrange- 
ment of the heart from Jehovah, which regards any 
other as the ſole, primary, ſupreme, and uncon- 
troulable, ſource of happineſs, is condemned; not 
that dependence which 1s in ſubordination to his ho- 
nour, and in conformity to his will, whatever way 
this will is ſignified. Now theſe remarks may be 
applied with eaſe by every one, with relation to the 
point in controverſy, about praying to and worſhip- 
ping Chriſt. And they furniſh a ſolution, not forced 
or far-ferched, but natural and ſimple, to all that 
is offered againſt it, from any rules or commands to 
worſhip and pray to the Father, 


eedent exiſtence to his conception by Mary, in the days of Au- 


guſtus. But ſurely he does not think the perſon who ſtood over- 
againſt Jeſbua, wirh his ſword drawn in his hand, when he 
was by Jericho, was of no ſuperior order, becauſe the hiſtorian 
files him a man, There flood a man over-againſt Jolhua, with 
bis favor drawn in his hand, Joſhua v. 13. Or the perſon who 


appeared to Manoah's wife was of no higher rank, becauſe he 


is called a man once and again, 7udg. xii, 10, 11. 


CHAPTER 
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CHAPTER IV. 


> Containing Remarks on Mr. Lindſey's fixth Sefion, 
which is, The apoſtles never teach that prayer was 
0 be offered to Chriſt.” 


HE Subſtance of what our author advances 
here is, that, as Chriſt never taught, in any 
ſhape or degree, that himſelf was to be worſhipped 
or to have prayer offered to him, ſo his apoſtles ne- 
ver, in any of their diſcourſes and letters to various 
people of different nations which they have left be- 
hind them, deliver any precept concerning the wor- 
ſhip of him, or the offering of prayer to him. We 
may therefore conclude fully, that it made no part 
of his private inſtructions to them at any time, that 
they had no commiſſion concerning it, that they 
knew notof any duty orobligation to worſhipand pray 
to their divine Maſter, that they never received an 
ſuch command; ſo that whoever prays to Chri/t does 
it without any authority from him or his apoſtles. 
Whether Cbriſt, during any period of his miniſtry, 
taught it to be our duty to worſhip him, hath been 
enquired already. However, though he had been 
altogether and abſolutely ſilent about it, while in his 
mortal and humble ſtate on earth, he might have gi- 
ven it in charge to his apoſtles, to ſhew him an ob- 
ject of adoration and worſhip, in that ſtate of glory 
and immortality he now enjoys in heaven. Bur, 
ſays Mr. Lindſey, they have delivered no precept 
concerning it, and therefore had no commiſſion 
about it. In anſwer to this, will the reverend au- 
thor maintain that nothing is rendered our duty by 
the apoſtolic writings, but what is formally and di- 
rectly commanded by the apoſtles? If he will nor, 


why 


( 46) 


why ſhould he make praying to Chriſt an exception, 
and contend for the neceſſity of an expreſs and plain 
appointment here only? Muſt not this betray ſtrange 
prejudice and partiality? If, on the other hand, 
he will deny ah obligations of duty, unleſs where 
a clear and explicit injunction can be produced, I 
aſk him where is ſuch an order to love Cbriſt, or to 
truſt in him; which yet, I ſuppoſe, he allows to be 
things binding upon all his diſciples; yea, upon all 
to whom the goſpel, with its evidences, is in ſim- 
plicity publiſhed and promulged. For my part, I 
recollect no charge or requirement of the nature de- 
ſcribed on this ſubje&, and believe none can be al- 
ledged. It muſt, therefore, according to my ap- 
prehenſion, be ſaid by him, as well as others who 
admit love to Chriſt and truſt in him to be duties, 
that theſe diſpoſitions are ſuch, becauſe they appear 
to be meet and reaſonable affetions towards him, 
on account of his tranſcendent virtues, and gene- 
rous or kind atchievements, as theſe are ſet forth 
the evangeliſts and apoſtles z and becauſe they are 
made, by the ſacred penmen, the deſcription of 
good and holy men, whom God approved here and 
crowned with eternal life hereafter, But may not 
all this be predicated alſo, with equal juſtice, of 
praying to Chriff? To make ſupplications to him 
for bleſſings is, in like manner, an equitable and 
becoming homage to him, on account of the know- 
ledge, and power, and grace, which the authorifed- 
teachers of our religion aſcribe to him. It is, more- 
over, the character of the ſaints, the favourites of 
God and the heirs of a happy immortality, in that 
part of the ſacred ſcriptures, which they wrote for 
the benefit of their cotemporaries and of all ſucceed- 
ing generations. This, then, being taken for grant- 
ed, which hath in part been manifeſted to be the 
truth already, and will hereafter be more abundantly 

| demonſtrated, 
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demonſtrated, it ſhould be acknowledged, that to 
invoke Chriſt, to call on the Lord Jeſus, is pointed 
out by the apoſtles to be a duty incumbent on vs, 
with evidence of ſimilar kind to that which there is 
for the tempers of love and truſt toward him, though 
no expreſs command may have been delivered a- 
bout it. By conſequence, it is by no means a good 
concluſion, which our author would draw, from their 
not having in terms enjoined or preſcribed itz that 
„ they had received from their Maſter no inſtruc- 
tions concerning it,” ſo that < whoever prays to 
« Chrift, does it without any authority from him 
or his apoſtles.” 

I may add, on what foundation doth the religious 
obſervance of the firft day of the week, called the 
Lord's-day, ftand? Thovgh there is no relation by 
the evangeliſts, that Chrif, after his return to life 
thereon, inſtituted the celebration of it, and no 
pointment extant, in the apoſtolic writings, to ſo- 
lemnize it as a day of ſacred aſſemblies for devotional 
offices; yet, becauſe it appears the apoſtles eſta- 
bliſhed ſuch a practice in the churches which the 
planted, from ſome hints which are given of the uſe 
or cuſtom, in the Acts and Epiſtles, and from the 
general concurrence of all Chriſtians in the early a- 
ges to-honour it, all Chriſtians at prefent, in every 
place, with very few exceptions, do pay a religious 
regard to it. Why then, if the apoſtles have given 

us an example of calling upon Chri in their own 
conduct, and have ſpoken of it in ſuch a manner, as. 
fufficiently to diſcover that they looked upon it as a 
thing fit and laudable in their converts, ſhould it be 
inſiſted on, as a deciſive and irrefragable argument 
againſt it, that there 1s no formal precept, or expreſs 
direion, from them about it? Without this, they 
have about the invocation of Chriſt, as about ſome 
other points, made known the divine will to us ſuf- 
ficiently, ſo as to authoriſe our practice of it. 

CHAPTER 
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CHAPTER v. 


Containing Remarks on Mr. Lindſey's ſeventh Section, 

 wwhich is, ** There is no ſufficient precedent or exam- 
&« ple of praying to Jeſus Chriſt, recorded in the wri- 
« tings of the New Teſtament.” 


R. Lindſey begins this ſection with an exami- 
nation of Certain ſuppoſed inſtances of religious 
«< worſhip offered to Chriſt, or implied in the language 
* uſed concerning him, in the book of the Acts.“ What 
he hath therefore advanced againſt the propriety of 
their being alledged, to prove that religious worſhip 
may and ought to be paid to him, muſt be conſi- 
dered here. 4 | 


Acts i. 24,25. And they prayed and ſaid, Thou, 
Lord, which knoweſt the hearts of all men, ſhew whether 
of theſe two thou haſt choſen, that be may take part of 
this miniſtry and apoſileſhip. 


As nothing which the author hath ſaid here, a- 
gainſt underſtanding this prayer of the diſciples to 
be a prayer to Jeſus Chriſt, ſeems to me to weaken 
the force of what was urged in ſupport of that ſenſe, 
in the Letter to Dr. ebb, I beg leave to refer the 
reader to it. It may only be needful to animadvert 
upon the following paſſages, after taking notice, 
that he might have ſpared himſelf the trouble of 
obſerving that Kvgie, Lord, or Sir, was an ordinary 
term of ſalutation and reſpe& among perſons who 
ſpoke Greek, (for what perſon of any learning is ig- 
norant of this?) ſince it is undeniable it is alſo the 
frequent appellation which the apoſtles give Chri/t, 
on account of his high character, | 

Whereas 


( 49 ) 


Whereas he ſays, © We may therefore aſſuredly 
* conclude, that it is not to Chriſt, that the apoſ- 
<« tles addreſs their prayer at this time, becauſe they 
% had no authority for it; and we cannot ſuppoſe 
ic them to have done ſuch a thing of themſelves:“ 1 
anſwer, what abſurdity is there in ſuppoſing they 
did this of their own motion, through a ſtrong con- 
viction and lively ſenſe of the greatneſs and dignity of 
the Lord Jeſus, from thoſe manifeſtations of it to 
which they had been eye and ear witneſſes? Some- 
thing ſimilar to this they had done a. little before, 
juſt after his ſeparation from them and removal into 
heaven. For, ſaith the evangeliſt Luke, chap. xxiv. 
50, 51, 52, 53: He led them out as far as to Bethany: 
and he lift up his hands and bleſſed them. And it came 
to paſs, while he bleſſed them, he was parted from them, 
and carried up into heaven. And they worſhipped him, 
and returned to Jeruſalem with great joy; and were 
continually in the temple, praiſing and bleſſing God. 
Nor may it be oppoſed hereunto, that the word 
tranſlated, they worſhipped, is uſed of civil honour and 
obeiſance; ſuch as ſervants rendered to their maſters, 
indigent debtors to their creditors, and thoſe who 
ſtood in need of healing to Jeſus himſelf, whom they 
looked on as no more than a great prophet. For, 
though this is true, it is to be remembered, Jeſus 
was no longer preſent and viſible, but diſtant, and 
inviſible to mortal eyes.“ It muſt, therefore, have 


been 


* So argues the famous Veiſtein, whoſe note deſerves a place 
here: Abſentem et inconſpicuum adorant, quod cultum re- 
1% ligioſum fignificat, nunc primum Chrifo a diſcipulis exhibi- 
* tum.” See Werft. N. Teſt. on Luke xxiv. 52. I cannot, 
bowever, ſo approve his reaſoning on Mart. xxvin. 16, 17. 
There, on our being told the eleven diſciples worſhipped him 
after his reſurrection, at ſeeing him in g mountain of Galilee, 
where he had appointed to meet them, he writes thus; “ Nuf- 
% quam legimus Chriſtum, ante reſutrectionem ſuam, ab _— 
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been religious worſhip which was now given him. 
If any, however, incline to be of opinion, that, 
inſtead of praying to Chrif, either about the elec- 
tion of an apoſtle or on any former occaſion, of their 
own accord, they had fome divine admonition, or 
impulſe, directing them to it, there is not much 
weight in the author's reaſoning againſt this; If 
« they had gotten any open or ſecret orders to pray 
to him, they muſt have told it us; otherwiſe they 
« would have been moſt careleſs men, and moſt 
«< ungrateful to Chriſ;“ for they might omit it, e- 
ven as they have paſſed over ſome other things, with- 
out meriting any reproach either for inattention or 
ingratitude. There is no account that Peter made 
the previous declaration to the reſt of the company, 
at this time aſſembled with him, by divine authority 
The ſcripture muſt needs have been fulfilled, which the 


| Holy Ghoſt ſpake before, by the mouth of David, con- 


cerning Judas, which was guide to them that took Je- 
ſus; For it is written in the book of Pſalms, Let his 
habitation be deſolate, and let no man dwell therein, 
and his biſhoprick let another have: Ads i. 16, 20. 
upon which was founded his propoſal of ordaining 
one in his room, to be a witneſs with them of his 
reſurrection. But it will not follow, from the ſilence 
on this point, that he made the declaration of him- 
felf. Nevertheleſs, it would be raſh to blame the 
apoſtle, or rather the hiſtorian, Luke, for eareleſſ- 
neſs or indifference toward the cauſe of chriſtianity, 


r 


« tolis xdoratans faiſſe; unde colligimus quiddam majus et di- 
© vintus eos nunc ſenfifſe de Chriſto quam antea; and bids us 
compare verſes ꝙ and 18. But I do not ſee how 'the fact there 
recorded will ſupport his inference, fince he was viſible to them 
and converſed with them. Others worſhipped him as a propher, 
with a power of miracles while he was alive, Matr. viii. 2. ix. 

18, xiv. 33. XV. 25. XX. 20. Mark v. 6. Johnix. 38. And why 
might not they alſo before and after his reſurrection ? 


(5 ) 
becauſe ſuch information, deſireable as it may ap- 
pear to us, hath not been tranſmitted, 
Again, whereas he ſubjoins, the language they 
*© uſe, thor who knoweſt the hearts of all; xagduyyure 
„ T&vTw* is applicable to God only,” and then 
aſks, as confident of victory, Is there any being, 
„ but one, who knows the hearts of all?” It is ob- 
vious to reply, not only is the language ſuitable to 
Chriffs moſt ſolemn affertions afterward, in the book 
of Revelations, about his acquaintance with the 
hearts and lives of men; but it is ſuch as they might 
naturally fall into from recollecting the evidences 
he had given, at different times, during the courſe of 
his miniſtry, that the moſt ſecret actions, and con- 
trivances, and reaſonings, of men were manifeſt to 
him. Nay, it is the very language ſome of his a- 
poſt les had addreſſed him in, not only in the inter- 
val between his reſurrection and aſcenſion, when 
Peter ſaid to him, Lord, thou knoweſt all things, Jobn 
XXi. 17. but even before his death, without any 
check or cenfure by him for it, as extravagant and 
too high ; though ſcarce any, I think, pretend they 
then imagined him to be God: Then his diſciples 
ſaid unto him, Now we are ſure thou knoweſt all things, 
and needeſt not that any man ſhould aſk thee: by this we 
believe that thou comeſt forth from God, Fobn xvi, 
29, 30. | 
. the ſequel, our author ſtill inſiſts, as he had done 
in his Apology, on the ſolemn act of worſhip, in 
which the apoſtles were engaged ſoon after, as a confit- 
mation of his reaſoning, that Cbriſt was not the Lord 
to whom prayer was now offered; in which view he 
recites it from Ads iv. 24, Cc. changing twice the 
word, child, in our verſion, into ſervant, and ſaying 
this is the true tranſlation. It ſtands thus, according 
to him: 
gh | E 2 « And 


( 2 ) | 
And they lifted up their voice 10 2 with one ac- 
« cord, and ſaid; Lord, thou art God, which haſt 
'* made heaven and earth, and the ſea, and all that in 
-©- them is : who by the mouth of thy ſervant David 
4 baſt ſaid; why did the heathen rage, and the people 
imagine vain things? The kings of the earth flood 
* up, and the rulers were gathered together, againſt 
'« the Lord, and againſt his Chriſt. For of a truth 
* apainſt thy holy ſervant Jeſus, whom thou haſt 
% anointed, both Herod and Pontius Pilate, with the 
* gentiles and the people of Ifrael, were gathered tuge- 
« ther, for to do whatever thy hand and thy counſel de- 
* termined before to be done. And now, Lord, behold 
«© their threatenings; and grant unto thy ſervants, 
'* that with all boldneſs they may ſpeak thy word; by 
«© Rretching forth thine hand to heal, and that figns 
« and wonders may be done by the name of thy holy ſer- 
« vant Feſus !” 5 _ 
But there is little ſtrength in this plea, ſo far as I 
can judge. I agree with him, indeed, in pronoun- 
cing the word, child, a very improper term for the 
* apoſtles to have uſed upon ſuch an occaſion,” 
which yet our tranſlators make them “ co have done, 
as Jeſus was more than thirty years of age at the 
time of his condemnation and crucifixion, and there- 
fore prefer the word ſon to it. But then ſor appears 
to me a more proper verſion of xa, than ſervant 
here; notwithſtanding it may be true, that it ſtands 
for ſervant moſt frequently in the ſeventy tranſlation 
of the Old Teſtament, and ſometimes alſo in the 
New. For this opinion I offer the following * ; 
: | I irſt, 


Their conduct in it admits an apology, as, at the time the 
Bible was tranſlated, the word, child, was more uſed, in the 
Engliſh language, of grown perſons than it is now, as of Jeſepb 
and Benjamin, in Gen. xxxvii. 30. xlii. 22. xliv. 20, Accor- 
dingly the ſame Hebrew word is turned young man by them, 
Gen. iv. 23. 1 Kings xii. 8, 10, 14. Dan. i. 10. Se. 
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Firſt, in the ſecond pſalm, a part of which is here 
quoted by the apoſtles, and ſaid to have been verified 
m the late conſpiracy, or combination, of the Gen- 
tiles and people of Iſrael againſt Feſus, whom God 
had anointed, to put him to death, according to the 
divine counſel and determination, he is repreſented 
as God's Son, V. 7. I will declare the decree: the 
LorD hath ſaid unto me, Thou art my ſon; this day 
have I begotten thee, as he is downwards likewiſe 
ſpoken of under the appellation of the Son; V 12. 
Kiſs the Son, leſt be be angry, and ye periſh from the 
way. Secondly, it was not Jeſus's aſſuming to him- 
ſelf the character of God's ſervant, but the character 
of God's ſon, which, in a peculiar manner, raiſed 
the indignation of the Jews againſt him to ſo high a 
Po and made their ſolicitations, that he might be 
illed, ſo earneſt and ſucceſsful with P:late, whoſe 
allowance, or conſent, as he was governor of the 
province under the Romans, was neceſſary to their 
regular infliction of capital puniſhment at that time: 
ſee Matt. xxvi. 63-66. John xix. 6-9. It is, there- 
fore more probable that this company of believers re- 
garded him, on that occaſion, rather under the rela- 
tion of God's fon than of his ſervant, and ſo denomi- 
nated him. Nor is it of any moment againſt this 
ſenſe, that, in another clauſe of their addreſs here, 
where David is mentioned, the ſame Greek term ſig- 
nifies ſervant : for, though Mr. Lindſey tries to a- 
vail himſelf of this circumſtance, he muſt be abun- 
dantly convinced, that the ſame word, in that lan- 
guage, hath a very different acceptation in one place 
rom what it hath in another, though exceedingly 
near to each other, by what he hath remarked* about 
the different meanings of the word Kupiog; that it is ta- 
ken both as the ordinary term of ſalutation to any man, 
in Mary Magdalenè s ſpeech to him, whom ſhe looked 
E 3 upon 

* See page 87 of the Diſſertation, | 
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his very critical and hazardous ſituation; 


(„ 

vpon as the gardiner; and as the diſtinguiſhing ti- 
tle of Jeſus, in the compaſs of a few verſes; 
xx. 13, 15. And ſureſy every perſon, who hath 
any tolerable acquaintance with Greeh writers, ſa- 
cred or prophane, will readily own it. x 

He farther alledges, that the word waz; is not 
put for #bild in the New Teſtament, [I ſuppoſe he 
* would ſay the ſame thing about ſen, ] unleſs where 
ie the age is ſpecified, or there be ſome other cir- 
“ cumſtantes to mark, that it is a young perſon Þ 
c that is ſpoken of; as Match. ii. 16; Luke ii. 43. 
© viii. 31, 54.” But the obſervation will not hold: 
fot there is nothing in the hiſtory to ſhew that the 
nobleman's ſon, mais, at Capernaum, whom Chriſt 
healed, even while afar from that place, was not 
arrived to maturity of years, ere he was reduced to 
Jobn iv. 
At. or that the vag, who, being ſubject to the epi- 
lepſy, through which he fell ſometimes into the fire 
and ſometimes into the water, was cured by FJeſus, 
had not reached ſuch a meaſure-of life, Mart. xvii. 
18. And it is certain that nai; and raidry, which 
are ſynonymous 9 expreſſions, are uſed, both in the 
ſeptuagint and in Pagan writers, of a ſon who is be- 
come a man, 

But, 


t By a young penſin here, I ſuppoſe, the author means a per- 
n not arrived to manhood, this being the only ſenſe which an- 
wers his purpoſe, | 


 { That Ta; and waikoy are equivalent appears from the pro. 
miſcuous uſe of theſe terms; Matt. ix. 24. xvii. 18. John iv. 
49. 51, Cc. Now Benjamin is ſtiled xalor when more than 
thirty years old, and himſelf a father of children, by the ſe. 
venty ; Gen. xliv. 20, 22, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34 80 Cyrus, 
though of mature age, is often called mai; in Xenophon's Cyro- 
pzdia : ſee, alſo, lian. Var. Hiſt. vii. 5. and Homr's Iliad, 
xxüi. 222. where a perſon betrothed is called nw. 


( 36 J 

Zut, though it were granted that /ervant was the 
preferable tranſlation here, what argument can a- 
file from the diſciples addreſſing God at this time, 
to prove they did not addreſs Jeſus Chriſt, before 
one was ſet apart to the office of apoſtle in the room 
of Judas What greater improbability that the 
ſame men ſhould, a few weeks before, have made 
requeſt to him whom they now declare to be God's 
ſervant, than that the inhabitants of a certain diſ- 
trict ſhould have preſented a petition to the king's 
deputy, or vicegerent, awhile before they applied 
to the king himfelf, in a form which carried in it an 
acknowledgement that the other was dependent on 

him, and derived his power from his pleaſure ? 
Finally, he puts this queſtion ; „Moreover, 
«© what ſhould alter their minds in ſo ſhort a fpace, 
that they ſnould not continue to pray to Jeſus, if 
* they had done it before? For what they now aſked, 
„as much concerned his religion, and ic equally 
« belonged to his department to have interpoſed in 
it, as that which was before requeſted, if he had 
* had any thing to do with their prayers, if he had 
«© been the perſon to whom they were to make their 
„ ſupplications for any thing.” But the reply to it, 
puzzling as he may think it, is not difficult. Al- 
though there was a peculiar propriety in aſking Chri/t 
to direct the ſupply of the vacant room in the apoſ- 
tolic college, becauſe he had nominated every one 
therein originally, as he afterwards choſe and called 
Paul to be an apoſtle, As ix. 13, 14, 15. it ſurely 
belonged to God's department to interpoſe, for the 
ſupport and propagation of the goſpel in the world, 
againſt the craft and violence of men, by animating 
E 4 Chriſt's 


t It may not be unworthy of attention, that, Hojea xi. 1, in 
the verſions of Symmachus and Aguila, the ſame perſon is called 
" aig, in the former part of the verſe, who, in the latter, is cal- 
led Yi; Otis a paſſage applied, by the evangeliſt Matt beau, to 
Chrift*s return from Egypt, Matt. ii. 15. 
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656 
Cbrif*s diſciples to preach with all boldneſs and free- 


dom amidſt their threatenings. For the doctrine 
was not Chriſt's, but his Father's that ſent him; and 


he ſpake not of himſelf, but his Father who ſent 
him gave him commandment what he ſhould ſay, 
and what he ſhould ſpeak. The Chriſtian company 
here, therefore, might now aſk it of him, even 
though they had aſked Jeſus's interpoſition before, 
for the ſame purpoſe, without affording any juſt 
cauſe to upbraid them for an alteration of judge- ' 
ment. So, to have recourſe to a former illuſtration, 
a ſubje& may aſk the ſame thing of his prince, the 
ſupreme ruler of the country, which he has before 
aſked of his prefect, or ſubſtitute and lieutenant, 
without expoſing himſelf to any reaſonable cenſure 
for fickleneſs or levity. Let every one conſider, 
whether theſe men, who once ſaid to Jeſus on earth, 
Lord, increaſe our faith, Luke xvii. 5. might not 
have ſaid afterwards, to his God and Father, Lord, 
make our faith to grow, without being warrantably 
accuſed of inconſiſtency, upon pretence that it equally 


belonged to Jeſus's province, or department, to 
augment it ſtill as before. 


Acts vii. 59. 


And they ſtoned Stephen, calling upon and ſaying, Lord 
Jeſus, receive my ſpirit ! 


Our author ſays, upon this text, I ſee nothin 
* that can be added, or that needeth to be added, 
4 to what I have ſaid of this addreſs of Stephen's, in 
* a former work. Sequel, &c. p. 69, &c.“ And, 


if he had ſtopped here, I would have ſatisfied myſelf 


with referring the reader to my Letter to Dr. Febb, 
where all he hath offered, both in his Apology and 
in the Sequel to it, for deſtroying the argument, 


from Stephen's example, for prayer to. Chriſt, was 


examined 


(* 67 


examined at ſome length, and ſhewn to be unſatisfac- 
tory. Only I might have deſired him to obſerve, 
that even his friend, Mr. Temple, whom he allows 
to be a learned and able writer, is candid enough to 
confeſs the abſurdity of his ſcheme, for evading the 
Force of the plea, that is thence brought by the ad- 
vocates for the invocation of Jeſus ; for, in his for- 
mer treatiſe,+ he ſays, ** Ir is difficult to conceive 
the viſion continued ſo long, (vix.) till he could 
© be hauled out of the city; which, though it was 
« diſpatched with all the hurry and eagerneſs of a 
popular tumult, muſt have taken up ſome time.” 
And, in his later work, & having aſſerted that Feſus 
hath uniformly directed all prayer to be addreſſed to 
God only, meaning the perſon of the Father, he a 
little after ſubjoins, To ſay that Jeſus Chriſt was 
„ preſent, in viſion, to Stephen, though, if the fact 
0 could be proved, it might be allowed great weight, 
« ſeems to be cutting, not untying, the knot. For, 
* conſidering the time that muſt neceſſarily elapſe, 
« jt 1s as difficult to conceive that the viſion conti- 
« nued till the moment of his martyrdom, as to 
e ſuppoſe that he would end his life in the violation 
4 of his maſter's often repeated command.” 

But it is now needful to enlarge here, partly be- 
cauſe Mr. Lindſey himſelf may ſeem to have thrown 
out ſome additional objections to the inference drawn 
from this text, notwithſtanding his above declara- 
tion, but chiefly becauſe his friend, in his Letters to 
Dr. Randolph, jult quoted, labours much to evince 
the ſpuriouſneſs of the preſent reading, by which 
Stephen is made, undeniably * in his opinion, to call 
on the Lord Jeſus. As 

t Introduction, — : 

+ Odjections to Mr. Lind/ey's Interpretation, Ee. p. 62. 

Letters to Dr. Randolph, page 213, note. 

According to Socinus, place above-mentioned, Franci/cus 


- Davidis was the firſt, in all likelihood, who referred n — 
wor 


(' 58. )' 
As to Mr. Lind/ey, he proceeds thus; © Hig" 
(Stephen's). ** ſingle example, moreover, however it 
be underſtood, can be no precedent for others to 
follow, uaſupported by any precept or direction 
„ of Chriſt, or the practice of his apoſtles... Not 
long recovered out of a trance, in which, I had 
« ſeen the heavens opened, and the ſon of man ſtanding 
&. at ibe right baud of God: in ſuch a ſituation, my 
imagination heated with the animating viſionary 
s ſcene, and ruffled and agitated by the ill uſage of 
„the murdering ruffians, in whoſe hands I was; 
« I might perhaps have done, as Stephen did. But 
« waking, and with cool reflection, my New Teſ- 
tc tament opened before me, where I beheld Jeſus 
t ever praying himſelf to the Father, invariably di- 
10 rectiag thoſe about him ſo to do, and never in the 
« moſt diſtant manner intimating, that himſelf was 
<< the object of prayer; where too I obſerved his 
« apoſtles, who were commiſſioned to teach his re · 
4 ligion to the world, conſtantly praying to God, 
tc and not to their maſter Jeſus, and never inſtruct - 
«* ing men to pray to any but God; I could ſurely 
ce never have any inducement to pray to any but the 
« common God and Father, of Jeſus, and of all 
< mankind.” TY Es 
But, to omit that he here takes for granted what 
is not true, that prayer to Chriſt is unſupported by 
any inſtructions of his or practice of his apoſtles, is 
it to be conceived, ſubject as the holieſt of men 
have been to departures from the rule of duty, that 
this firſt martyr for Chrif*s name finiſhed his life in 
a manner ſo criminal as our author repreſents, pray- 
ing to an Improper object, who could neither under- 
ſtand nor fulfil his requeſt, through the influence of 
a miſtaken fancy, which made him think him ** 
| Tae 


words to another than Chr;#, none being ſpoken of, as having ſo 
intexpreted, from the apoſtolic age till his time. 


( 99 ) 


the reach of his voice when he was not; and under 
the impulſe of violent reſentment againſt the p 
who were putting him to death, which puſhed bim 
on to do them the greateſt ſpite in his power, by 
paying ſo diſtinguiſhed and peculiar a teſtimony of 
reſpect to him whom they abhorred and deteſted? 
Eſpecially how incredible Steben made his exit in 
ſuch a way, when it is recorded of him, juſt before, 
that he was full of the Holy Ghoſt; and it is told of 
him, juſt after, that devout men made great lamen- 
tation over him, on interring his breathleſs corpſe! 
Surely neither the evangeliſt Luke would have given 
ſo honourable an account of him, when he was about 
to relate his end, nor would pious Chriſtians have 
expreſſed fo lively a ſorrow for their loſs of him, af- 
ter being witneſſes to it, had the ſupplication with 
which he expired been ſo contradictory and repug- 
nant to the whole teaching and inſtruction of their 
highly eſteemed Maſter, and to the uniform docttine 
and practice of the apoſtles, as Mr. Lindſey pro- 
nounces it to be. 8 
Mr. Temple again, who thinks this the only paſ- 
ſage, in the whole New Teſtament, that records an 
inſtance of proper prayer addreſſed otherwiſe than to 
the perſon of the Father, and owns it, as it contains 
a direct invocation of the Lord Jeſus, to be one of 
the greateſt difficulties againſt his opinion, that none 
is to be prayed unto beſides God, even his Father, 
obſerves, that the following conjecture, if it ſhould 
be found ſufficiently probable, would remove the 
whole difficulty; and, with all ſubmiſſion to better 
zudgements, propoſes it to the conſideration of can 
did and learned Chriſtians.“ 
„The reading, ſays he, of our printed copies 
is Kopie Inovw, Lord Feſus ; but eight MSS, one of 
«« great antiquity, (lee Metſtein in loc.) read Ko 
| | 1 Ane 
»»Letters to Dr. Randolph, p. 213 and 214, in a note. 


* 


1 
+ 
y 
1 
1 * 
% 

8 
} 
* 
45 
4 
— 
4 

4 
-4Þ 

4 

"44 
* 
% 
5 4 

1 

in 

7 

i 

+ 

. 

% 

8 

N 


| 


— 
9 


—— — 
L — - — — — 8 


5 * 


66009 
nen Xpires It is certain St. Luke did not originally 
«write both; nor could thoſe, whoſe books had 
„ \Kupie Inos, have added the word Xpirt by way of 
„ explanation. Kopie Inos effectually aſcertains the 
* — whence then aroſe the various reading? 
„Nothing will more naturally account for it than 
to ſuppoſe Kupie, ( Lora, ) ſimply, to have been 
«the genuine reading; which being underſtood, 
« by different owners of MSS, to mean the Lord 
Jeſus, ſome, by way of interpretation, would 
« write on the margin the word Ines, others Ines 
« Xpixzs. Subſequent tranſcribers would take, ſome 
the one, ſome the other expreſſion, as they met 
< with it in the reſpective MSS, from which they 
copied, into the body of the text; and thus the ori- 
« ginal reading would be gradually loſt, Take a- 
4 way this ſingle word, and all appearance of incon- 
<« fiſtency is removed from a text, which, otherwiſe, 
. ſeems not eaſily reconcileable with the reſt of 
« ſcripture: the prayer will no longer be addreſſed 
© to Jeſus Chriſt, but to the God and Father of 
« FJeſus Chriſ, according to the preſcription of Je- 
„ fus Chriſt himſelf, When ye pray, ſay, Our Father. 

«© This conjecture may expoſe me to the chaſtiſe- 
«© ment of Dr. R. I propoſe it only to the conſide- 
ration of cool and diſpaſſionate men, who will 
« underſtand it, as the real truth is, to be propoſed 
<« with all diffidence, and from the beſt of motives, 
< a deſire to turn the attention of abler critics to 
<< this, Ithink, very difficulttext. Conjectural readings, 
adopted merely by way of accommodating an hy- 
„ potheſis, are never allowable: a worſe reaſon 
* cannot be imagined. Such readings, however, 
may ſometimes be probable in the higheſt degree; 
and, if no other inſtance of prayer, properly fo 
called, indiſputably addreſſed to Feſus Chrift, can 
be pointed out in ſcripture, if all prayer is com- 
hes A e wmanded 


* 


C6 1 
* manded to be addteſſed to God only, the evidence, 
<« here ſtated. for the conjecture in queſtion, may 
«« poſſibly be great enough, if not to juſtify the pro- 
4 poſer, yet, at leaſt, to exempt him from the ſe- 
« verity of cenſure.” TY 
But I cannot think this conjecture, with whatever 
modeſty and goodneſs of deſign, in purſuance of its 
author's ſentiments, it may be propoſed, will ap- 
pear ſufficiently probable, afrer due conſideration, 
to reprobate and ſet aſide our preſent reading. And, 
in ſupport of my opinion, I offer the following re- 
marks. 

Firſt. Whereas he aſſerts that eight MSS read 
Kupie Inos Xpice, Lord Feſus Cbriſt, according to Wet- 
ſein, this is not exactly true. For Weilſtein enu- 
merates only ſeven MSS as exhibiting the text ac- 
cording to this form; though, indeed, he alſo takes 
notice that it is ſupported by Chryſoſtom's authority, 
and might have added, EucheriasF exhibits it in the 
ſame way. Moreover, though one of the MSS$ 
which have Kup Inca Xpie, Lord Jeſus Chriſt, is very 
ancient, being ſuppoſed to have been written before 
the feaſt of Mary's purification was inſtituted, in the 


year of Cbriſt 542, the other fix || are all counted a- 
mong 

* See Wetftein's Nov. Teft. in loc. 

+ Accordingly, in his eighteenth homily on the 42s, tom. 
9, Bened. edit. of his works, p. 144, he recites the text, Kas 
Atyeila, Kugie Ince Xgigu. 

t So Mi tells us, fomewhere in his Prolegomena, he read 
the text 

$ This is Codex Ephrem. | 
Their names and ages may be learned by looking into 
Wetftein. Briefly, they are Ne 27, 29, 33, 34, 40,47 3 that 
is, Codex Covelli, 4, which is ſaid to be a paper book; Codex 
Gene ens, which wonderfully agrees with the former; Codex 
Lincolmen/is, 2, having Zatbalius's prologues, and a numeration 
of the 53x24, or lines; Cadex Montfortii, a book of the fixteenth 
century; Codex Peravianus, 3, about the fourteenth century; 


and Codex Fabri Daventrienſis, written about 1500, from a MS 
of the thirteenth age. : ö 


. FT 


( 62 ) 


mong the more modern books, and two of them of 
fo late a date as the ſixteenth century. After all, 
their weight, even in conjunction, is ſmall, when it 


is remembered that no fewer than four * older MSS 


and fifty- two younger ones, according to the ar- 
rangement which critics have made of them, toge- 
ther with three lectionaries, of which two likewiſe are 
of a pretty early date, read the text, ſimply, Kupi 
Ines, Lord Feſus, receive my ſpirit, inſtead of agreeing 
with them. | 
- Secondly, Though it muſt be admitted certain, 
from the collation of the MSS, that Luke did not o- 
riginally write both words, Ins Xpige, Feſus Chriſt, 
after Kup, Lord; and, though it muſt be allowed 
there was no reaſon why thoſe, whoſe books had 
Kopie Ino, Lord Jeſus, ſhould have added the word 
Kpire, Chrift, by way of explanation, becauſe Küps 
Ince, Lord Feſus, effectually aſcertained the perſon 


intended without ſuch adjection; it will not follow, 


that the various reading here aroſe, as Mr. Te 

fuppoſes, from the word Kupie, Lord, alone, its be- 
ing the genuine reading, and the attempts of diffe- 
rent owners of MSS to ſecure what was, in their 
view, the true interpretation: for the primary reading 
may very well have been Kop Inca, Lord Feſus, and 
fome may have ſubjoined Xpigs, Chriſt, unto it, ei- 
ther by deſiga or heedleſly, as the whole was a fa- 
miliar and common appellation of him. Thus we 
find he is often called the Lord Jeſus Chrift, where 
BY” | | there 


* Theſe four are, the Alarandrian, the Vatican, the Cam- 
ridge, MSS, together with Laud's ſecond, which was publiſhed 
by Hearne, It may be thought, I ſhould have mentioned two 
other ancient MSS of the 4s ; but that of cardinal Paſſiones 
begins only at the tenth verſe of the eighth chapter; and the 
Codex Bibliothece Coiſlinianæ bath only Adi ix. 24, 25 WIts 
ten in ĩt. | | | 
. + That of Scaliger, ſuppoſed more than 800 years old, and 
the Cottonian one, which is thought about 109 years younger. 


C 03 
there was no need of the word Chriſt, more than 
| here, to take away all ambiguity and uncertainty 
who was meant. And more particularly this may 
be remarked to be the caſe in this fame book of the 
AA,; for ſays Peter, xi. 17. Foraſmuch, then, as 
God gave them (the Gentiles) the lite gift as he did un- 
to us, who believed on the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, bat 
was I, that I could withſtand God? Again, Acts xv. 
11. We believe that, through the grace of the Lord 
Jefus Chriſt, we ſhall be ſaved, even as they. And, 
ſay the apoſtles and elders, with the whole church, 
in their circular letter to the brethren of the Gen- 
tiles, in Antioch, and Syria, and Silicia, when they 
ſpeak of Barnabas and Paul, They are men, who have 
bazarded their lives for the name of our Lord Jeſus 
Chriſt, xv. 26. In the ſame way, Paul and Silas 
expreſs themſelves, in reply to the jailor's queſtion, 
What mnſt I do to be ſaved? Atts xvi. 31. They ſaid, 
believe on the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, . and thou ſbalt be ſa- 
ved. And Paul himſelf, in his farewel ſpeech to 
the elders of Epheſus, Alis xx. 21. calls faith — faith 
toward our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, Once more, the hiſ- 
torian Luke uſes this ſtile, As xxvin. 30, 31. Paul 
dwelt two whole years in his own hired houſe, — teachi 
thoſe things which concern the Lord Jeſus Chriſt with al 
confidence, no man forbidding him. Nor let it be al- 
ledged, that the word Cbriſt is alſo ſpurious in theſe 
paſſages; for, though it is wanting in ſome MSS, 
it is authoriſed by the greateſt number of them and 
the moſt eſteemed. Befides, whoever ſhould pre- 
tend it is to be diſcarded there, as ſuppoſititious, 
would be under a neceſſity of confeſſing it was put 
in after Jeſus, though no way needful to fix the per- 
meant, more than here, as impoſſible as Mr. 
Temple reckons it to have been done, ſeeing, in each 
of theſe texts, except one, viz, Ads xv. 1 I. all MSS 
agree to read the Lord Jeſus, 


Indeed, 
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Indeed, if Stephen had ſaid, and: Luke written, 
barely, Kot, Lord, receive my ſpirit, how; unac- 
countable there ſhould not be the ſmalleſt appearance 
that any owners of MSS ſcrupulouſly retained the 
text as it ſtood, without altering it, among all the 
copies of different ages and places which yet remain! 
and how incredible there ſhould. have been ſuch uni- 
verſal zeal and forwardneſs, as Mr. Temple fancies, 
to determine the ſenſe of Lord for Feſus here, by ſome 
proprictors of books adding Jeſus, and others adding 
Jeſus Chriſt, while, in other places, it is left dubi- 
ous as to its meaning, through the want of ſimilar 
ſupplement! So it is ſuffered ro ſtand without any 
key or commentary, not only in other books of the 
New Teſtament, as 2 Tim. iv. 17. i. 16, 18. Philip. 
iv. 1, 2. and iv. 10. but even in this ſame book of 
the 47s, where yet it was equally natural to have 
Inſerted anexplication, as even the Engliſh reader 
may perceive, by looking into the following paſſa- 
ges; Ads, v. 14, 19. viii. 39. ix. I, 10, 11, 13, 
15, 27, 35, 42. X. 48. Xi. 21, 23, 24. Xl. 11. 
Xlii. 2, 10, 11, 12, 48, 49. Xiv. 3, 23. XV. 33, 36. 
Xvi. 14, 13, &c, And this, which is remarkable, 
holds with reſpect to the term Lord, in all theſe 
MSS which have the addition here of the word 
Chriſt, except in one of the inſtances enumerated, 
viz. Acts x. 48. where ſome MSS add Jeſus and 
others Jeſus Chriſt, Farther, if Kup, Lord, ſimply, 
had been the firſt reading, how ſhould it have come 
to paſs, that no tranſcribers ſhould, from a ſolici- 
tude to impoſe their own interpretation, have ſubſti- 
tuted, or put in, the word Oos, God? Of this there 
is not the leaſt veſtige, or monument; yet there is 
good evidence ſuch tricks have been practiſed in o- 
ther places. Thus the Cambridge MS has ®cov, God, 
after Kupiovy, Lord, Adds viii. 24. together with five 
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younger MSS, among which is one“ of thoſe that 
have the addition of Feſus Chriſt here. Two of the 
ſame MSST that read ſo here, again, have Ox, 
God, after Kupiz, Lord, Adds viii. 25, Other exam- 
ples may be ſeen below. I Finally, it ſhould have 
been attended to by Mr. Temple, that the reaſon he 
gives, why none, whoſe books had Kopie Inca, Lord 
Jeſus, could bave added the word Chriſt, Xpise, that 
it was needleſs in order to ſhew the perſon ſignified, 
ſhould have been equally powerful to have kept the 
owners of MSS from writing Jeſus Chriſt in the mar- 
gin, inſtead of mere Jeſus, and to have prevented 
tranſcribers from copying it where they met with 
„ 

Upon the whole, then, I conclude that this con- 
jectural emendation of the text which Mr. Temple 
hath ſuggeſted, to get rid of a difficulty, is altoge- 
ther inadmiſſible. Theſe reaſons muſt, in my opi- 
nion, ſatisfy every one that it is utterly improbable 
the primitive reading was ſimply Ku: : it muſt have 
been beyond controverſy, as the generality of MSS, 
and among them the greater number of the moſt 
excellent, do repreſent it, Kupie Incz, Lord Jeſus. 
We may, therefore, with confidence ſtill retain this 
text, as an inconteſtible example of prayer to our 
aſcended Saviour. It is, however, not the only di- 
rect invocation of him in the New Teſtament; for 
what other than this is that exclamatior, Revel. xxii. 
20. Even ſo come, Lord Jeſus? where, in the ve- 
ry next verſe, it is worthy of obſervation, the word 

F Chriſt 


It is No 33. 

+ N* 33 and 34. | | 

t Two of the ſame MSS, that have 7% Clriſt here, have 
o Gro after Kupics, in A&s ii. 11, wiz. No 27 and 29. The 
lame two have te St for Kup, 42s xiii. 48, 49. In 4&5 xvi. 
I4, 15. the Cambridge MS has TINY TY Oey inſtead of Krieg. 
And, in 1 They. m1. 12. inſtead of e Kupo;, the Alexand ian MS 
has „ ©ic;- 
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Chriſt is annexed to Lord Jeſus, by the divine and a- 
poſtle, while he ſays, The grace of our Lord Jeſus 
Chriſt be wwith you all, amen; though it might have 
been ſpared, without cauſing any equivocalneſs in 
the ſenſe. Other addreſſes more indirect, and ex- 
preſſions which ſuppoſe application to him, by prayer, 
lawful and proper, will be inſiſted on afterwards. 
By conſequence, no blame can be juſtly thrown upon 
Luther, or Socinus's daughter, or any other, whatever 
Mr. Lindſey hath urged in this view, who hath, in 
imitation of Stephen, recommended the departing 
ſoul into the hands of Jeſus. i 
Having thus largely vindicated the argument from 
Stephen's prayer, Lord Jeſus, receive my ſpirit, | ſub- 
Join, His prayer, in the following 60th verſe, falls 
moſt naturally to be regarded, alſo, as a prayer pre- 
ſented to the Lord Jeſus: And, kneeling down, be 
cried, with a loud voice, Lord, lay not this fin to their 
charge: for, as he had juſt before expreſsly invoked 
the Lord Jeſus, it is reaſonable to think he is intended 
here under his ſo uſual title, Lord. To Feſus it be- 
longed to forgive fins in his exalted ſtate, according 
to the declaration of Peter, As v. 31. Him [ Jeſus] 
hath God exalted with his right hand, to be a prince and 
a Saviour, to give repentance and forgiveneſs of fins; as 
Paul afterwards atteſts the exerciſe of this power by 
him, Coloſſ. iii. 13. Even as Chriſt forgave you, ſo alſo 
do ye forgive one another, Moreover, againſt Feſus 
Chriſt thele perſecutors and murderers of Stephen had 
more immediately ſinned, in thoſe ſlanders and ca- 
lumnies with which they had loaded this his ſervant, 
and in that violent and ignominious death to which 
they had brought him. 
Finally, ſuch prayer to him for their pardon is ea- 
ſily juſtified, from the information he muſt have re- 
ceived about his vaſt authority and extenſive know- 
ledge, even allowing there was neither expreſs or- 
.der 


1 

der nor clear precedent for it. To make this plain, 
Feſus Chriſt had promiſed to his diſciples, Luke xxi. 
15, 16. Settle it in your hearts not to meditate before 
what ye ſhall anſwer (when ye ſhall be brought before 
kings and rulers for my name's ſake). For I will give 
you a mouth and wiſdom, which all your adverſaries ſhall 
not be able to gainſay nor reſiſt. He had promiſed, 
alſo, to raiſe up all that ſhould believe on him to e- 
verlaſting life and happineſs at the laſt day, 7obn vi. 
40. In theſe promiſes he declared his diſpoſition 
and power to beſtow theſe bleſſings; and, by many 
inſtances at the ſame time, he ſhewed no actions, or 
words, or thoughts, of men, however ſecret to the 
world, were hidden from him. How reaſonable, on 
this account, even without command or pattern for 
ir, for his diſciples, on being cited to appear before 
Jewiſh or heathen magiſtrates, to have prayed to him, 
Lord Jeſus, thou haſt undertaken to give a mouth, &c. 

make my defence of the goſpel now invincibly ſtrong ! or 
for any of them, on being threatened with death for 
his name's ſake, to have ſupplicated him, Lord Je- 
ſus, thou haſt engaged to raiſe every believer to everlaſt- 
ing life, let me be quickened unto it, according to 1 
word! Juſt ſo it was reaſonable for Stephen, aſſured 
as he was of Chriſt's title to grant remiſſion of ſins, 
and convinced as he muſt have been of his acquaint- 
ance with the ejaculations and deſires of men, to 
pray to him, as he did here, 

Diſtance or nearneſs can make no difference about 
the propriety or expediency of applications to him, 
when there are ſatisfying proofs, his knowledge and 
power reach unto the grant of them. Theſe points 
being certain, what more unlawfulor wrong is there, in 
preferring ſuch petitions to him, now he is in hea- 
ven, than in his diſciples beſeeching him, amidſt the 
great tempeſt, whereby their veſſel was covered with 
waves and ready to ſink, Lord, ſave us; we periſh? 


2 Matt. 
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Matt. viii. 25. for which they neither had injunction 
nor example, only ſufficient ground, from the mi- 
racles he had wrought, to judge that his ability ex- 
tended to the calming of the winds and billows, Ir 
is true, in this caſe, there could be no room for 
doubt whether he heard them, being himſelf with 
them in the veſſel; but neither can there be any queſ- 
tion about his hearing our requeſts, though gone to 
heaven, when he knew, even on eartn, all that was in 
man, and needed not information from any about his 
conduct and temper. At the moment of Szepher'spray- 
ing on earth, he could not in heaven underſtand his 
requeſt, unleſs poſſeſſed of knowledge ſuperior to 
human: but, enjoying ſuch tranſcendent and ſur- 
. paſſing knowledge, he can there hear alſo our re- 


queſts, which we pour forth to him in this mortal 
ſtate. 


Acts ix. 14, 21. 


Here be hath authority, from the chief prieſts, to 
bind all that call on thy name. — Is not this he that 
deſtroyed them which called on this name in Jeruſalem? 


Mr. Lindſey next conſiders theſe two paſſages. In 
the firſt of them, Ananias 1s introduced, remonſtra- 
ting to Chriſt againſt the execution of his order, that 
he ſhould repair to Saul, and reſtore his ſight, by 
impoſition of hands, on account of his eagerneſs and 
zeal in harrafling his followers, and ſpeaks of them, 
according to our Engliſh tranſlation, as perſons who 
called upon his name. In the latter, all that heard* 
Saul preach in the ſynagogues of Damaſcus, that Fe- 
ſus was the Chriſt, the Son of God, are brought in, 
aſking a queſtion, with aſtoniſhment, about his paſt 


activity 


* Mr. Lindſey, p. 93, ſays, The latter, contains a queſtion 
« aſked by ſome jewiſh chriſtians ;" but the greater part of the 
aſſembly might be unbelievers, , | 
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activity and violence againſt the Chriſtians, in which 
they give the ſame character or deſcription of them. 
But our author contends, there are two circumſtan- 
ces which afford a ſtrong preſumption, that this can- 
not be the true meaning of ETVKXAZpevBgs TO OvOjhe 0# 
and emiwxaMzperss T9 ov H, which is given in our 
verſion. Let us examine what theſe are, and whe- 
ther they will warrant his aſſertion, 

&« Firſt, ſays he, it is not a true deſcription of 
e chriſtians at that time, that they were men, who 
% called upon the name of Chriſt; or prayed to him.“ 
For, to ſuppoſe St. Luke repreſented Chriſtians under 
the denomination of men who worſhipped him, or 
prayed to him, would be to “ fix a degree of negli- 
„ gence, and ignorance of the goſpel upon him, 
& which is not to be imputed to ſo accurate and well- 
« informed a writer.” But how does this conle- 
quence follow, which certainly ought to be guarded 
againſt? Mr. Lindſey, in order to ſhew that the ſa- 
cred hiſtorian muſt fall under ſo heavy a charge, 
takes as granted thoſe very things which we deny; 
that Chriſt never intimated, even in a more tacit 
manner, that he was to be the object of religious 
addrefles, and that his apoſtles never either taught it 
was the duty of men to pray to him, or ever prayed 
to him themſelves. Yet, in oppoſition hereunto, it 
hath been evinced, that Chr:i/# declared he was to be 
honoured in a ſimilar manner to his Father, to 
"whom all admit ſupplication and thankſgiving are aa 
equitable tribute ; —that the apoſtles worthipped 
him after he was taken up into heaven, ere they re- 
turned from Bethany to Feruſalem ;— that there again, 
probably, they prayed to him, to direct the elcetion 
of an apoſtle in the room of Judas, whoſe place was 
become vacant ; — and, laſt of all, that, jult a little 
before Sau?s converſion, whole rage againlt the diſ- 
ciples of Jeſus gave riſe both to Ananias's expoltula- 
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tion and to the interrogatory of amazed multitudes 
of Jews, Stephen, one of the ſeven deacons, a man 
full of faith and of the Holy Ghoſt, who did great 
ſigns and wonders among the people, had expired, 
making requeſt unto him both for himſelf and for his 
enemies, amidſt tokens of divine favour and accept- 
ance, Now this practice of the apoſtles, and more 
eſpecially this example of Stephen, the firſt martyr 
for Chriſt, would ſoon be known, not only in Feru- 
ſalem, but far and wide, where Chriſtians were ſcat- 
tered from it, to ſhun the ſeverity of that ſtorm 
which broke out againſt the church after his death, 
and would be readily imitated wherever it was under- 
ſtood. It was, therefore, very natural for Luke ta 
repreſent both Ananias, whoſe objection he ſtates a- 
gainſt going to Saul, and that Jewiſh audience, 
whoſe exclamation of ſurpriſe, at his very different 
work from that wherein he was before engaged, he 
hath recorded, as ſpeaking of Jeſus's followers under 


the denomination of men, who called on his name, 


or prayed to him. | 
The other circumſtance which Mr. Lindſey urges, 
as a ſtrong preſumption againſt this ſenſe of the 
phrale, is, Calling upon the name of Chriſt in prayer, 
« was not the crime for which theſe men were per- 
$* ſecuted ; was not that which excited againſt them, 
ce the chief prieſts, and ſuch warm zealots for the 
& law, as Saul was at that time.” He even goes ſo 
far as to ſay, Let them have worſhipped Chriſt, 
or prayed to him ever ſo much, it would not have 
railed their ſpleen; they would never have been 
* offended with them, or have diſturbed them for 
„ it. But it was their ſpeaking boldly in the name of 
* the Lord Jeſus, (as it is expreſſed in this chapter a 
„little lower, ver. 27.) with a view to convert their 
“ countrymen to acknowledge his name, or autho- 
* rity from God; that gave offence, In ſhort, it 
| - 3 
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* was openly acknowleging and publiſhing that 
« Jeſus was the Meſſiah ; and profeſſing themſelves 
< to be the followers of this crucified Saviour; that 
e ſo. incenſed the rulers of their country againſt 
„them, as men that intended 7o bring his blood upon 
them; (Acts v. 38.) which is the very allegation 
«© of theſe rulers — — them. So that they did 
<< nor forbid the apoſtles, to pray, but 7o ſpeak or 
teach in the name of Jeſus; (Acts iv. 17, 18. v. 28, 
& 40, 41.) i. e. to endeavour to make men his dif. 
* ciples.” Bur, ſurely, that they were angry with 
the apoſtles, for ſpeaking boldly in the name of the 
Lord Jeſus, is no evidence that they would not be 
angry with Chriſtians, in common, for praying to 
him; ſince this alſo ſhewed their conviction, that he, 
whom the Jewiſh nation had put to death as an im- 
poltor, Was the Chriſt, who had been raiſed unto life 
by God, in token of his approbation of him; and 
who, in heaven poſſeſſed ability to hear and fulfil 
their deſites; wherefore they might, likewiſe, on 
this account, have been upbraided, as deligning to 
bring his blood upon them, or arraign them, as 
uilty of an impious murder. — No more is their 
fri prohibition, that the apoſtles ſhould not here- 


after teach in Feſus's name, any proof that they 
would ſuffer his tollowers to invoke him with impu- 


nity, ſince this, without any explication of its im- 
port by diſcourſe, carried in it a ſtrong cenſure for 
criminal conduct againſt them who killed him. Ic 
was, then, a very proper deſcription of thoſe Chriſ- 
tians whom Saul perſecuted, eſpecially as many a- 
mong them, who were driven trom their habitations 
and ſubjected to other hardſhips_by him, were not 
public teachers, like the apoſtles, but private pro- 
feſſors, that they called on the name of the Lord 
Feſus, And why, indeed, ſhould not actions, 
clearly ſignificant and expreſſive of honour for Feſus, 
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as one whom God had juſtified and glorified, though 
the people of Iſrael had condemned and crucified 
him as a deceiver, draw down upon thoſe who per- 
formed them their indignation and vengeance, as 
well as any ſtudied and ſet ſpeech, to convince the 
world of his innocence and greatneſs ? 
Thus there is no force in theſe circumſtances, to 
ſhew that perſons, praying unto Chrift, are not de- 
noted by the phraſe. Nay, this ſenſe of it ſeems far 
preferable to that“ which our author would ſubſti- 
tute in its room, “ being called or ſurnamed by the 
* name of the Lord Feſus.” For, how unreaſonable 
to make Ananias, and the whole confluence of peo- 


ple in the Jewiſh ſynagogues at Damaſcus, who were 
amazed at the mighty change of Saul's employment, 
ſpeak here of Chriſt's followers, under an appellation 
which was only given them in a later period. While 
we have good reaſon to believe they invoked the 
Lord Jeſus, from the time of his being taken up 
from them into heaven, we have none to think the 

were called, or denominated, after their Maſter ſo 
early. They were named Galileans, diſciples, ſaints, 
already; bur they only got the title of Chriſtians 


ſome 


I may here obſerve, that the learned Moeſbeim underſtands 
the expreſſion, enixanuuaur Tor Kveior, fo parallel to this before 
vs, in an active ſenſe, and to denote the invocation of Chriſt. 
For, in his Syntagma Diſputationum, ad ſanctiores Diſciplinas perti- 
nentium, Diſſert. i. De 2 non contentioſo, pag. 25 and 26, 
after quoting 2 Jim. ii 22. where it occurs, he writes thus; 
«« Czterum, ut indicem nomine Kugiog Chriſtum hoc loco intel- 

ligi, aut per eos qui ſincera mente Dominum colunt, veros 
ejus diſcipulos et ſectatores deſignari, haud eſſe puto neceſſa- 
rium. Quis enim tam expers eſſe poteſt ſacrarum literarum, 
ut ſerv#torem noſtrum abſolute Dominum in illis appellari, 
et preces, tanquam præcipuam cultus divini partem, pro uni- 
verſo cultu ſæpenumero poni neſeiat?“ Vide Joan, iv. 23. 
1 Cor. 1. 2. et reliquas. Indeed, how ill would it ſuit to turn 
the expreſſion there, ©* Surnamed from the Lord, out of a pure 
« heart?” What connexion has receiving a ſurname om 
others with the purity or impurity of our hearts? - 
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ſome conſiderable time after Saul had turned to the 
faith, and ſignalized himſelf by preaching it; perhaps 
at the diſtance of eight“ years from that event. His 
interpretation, then, ought to be rejected; and the 
rather, becauſe himſelf confeſſes that the verb 
rr Which is employed -here, is uſed elſe- 
where in the middle voice, with the active ſignifica- 
tion of calling upon, while the form of it, in the two 
paſſages we have been reviewing, can be ſhewn, to 
every Greek ſcholar, to be alſo of that, and not of 
the paſſive, voice, as he ſuppoſes it in them. That 
the reader may be fatisfied he acknowledges this, I 
place before him his words. Speaking of the mean- 
ing of the phraſe ETWX0%£0[1% TO Ov0jpu%, P- 955 he ſays, 
++ It is without all doubt ſometimes to be rendered 
e actively, calling upon the name, &c. and then it is 
<& uſed in the middle voice: as for example, Acts 
« xxii. 16.—ariſe, and be baplixed, and waſh away 
« thy fins, calling on the name of the Lord:” though 
he adds, But in the two inſtances before us, 
e emixaAtoa is uſed in the paſſive ſignification; and 
« the right tranſlation will be — called by the name of 
«ks Feſus.” 

Perhaps ſome may think, if he own the phraſe is 
to be taken actively in As xxit. 16. why ſhould he 
oppoſe that acceptation of it here, ſince Chriſt is there 
directed to be addreſſed, as he is here ſaid to have 
been prayed to? Bur, it muſt be obſerved, he takes 
ſufficient care to be conſiſtent with himſelf, by ex- 
pounding the Lord there not of Feſus Chriſt, but of 
Almighty God : for he paraphrales it thus; © of- 
% fering up thy prayer to Almighty God, which 
„ was the practice in the earlieſt ages, when any 

were 


See Uſer's Annals of the Old and New Teſtament, who 
places Sau/'s converſion in the ſecond, and the calling the diſ- 
ciples Chriſtians, at Autioch, in the tenth, year of CHs af. 
cenſion. 
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« were baptiſed.” And, in a note, he tells us, 
« Grotius, upon this paſſage, having mentioned 
e that ſome M. SS. and the Syriac verſion, read here, 
„ calling upon his name —obſerves farther upon it; 
« Some refer it to Feſus; but I refer it more juſtly 
te to God the Father: for demonſtratives and rela- 
« tives often regard ſomething more remote. Wh 

J judge ſo may be learned from what I have ſaid 
&< on Matt. xXviii. 19. where I treat about prayers 
« in baptiſm.” Whether he, after Grotius, does 


upon good grounds ſo interpret it, I ſhall diſcuſs in 
the note.“ In the mean time, it is much to my 


preſent 


There is no ſmall authority for judging, with Grotius, that 
the original reading, Adds xxii. 16. was avry, inſtead of Kg: 
for, according to Werſtein's note upon the place, avre is exhi- 
bited by the following Mos: the Alexandrian ; the Cambridge, 
written before 615; the MS of Laud, written in the ſeventh 
century, by ſome perſon in Sardinia, and given by him, into 
whoſe poſſeſſion it had come in 1636, to the univerſity of Oxford, 
wherefore it is cited, by the editors of the Oxford Greek Teſta. 
ment in 1675, as the firſt Bodleian ; the Colbertine, which is 
more than 600 years old; and the Coiſſinian codes, numbered 
199 and 25, both of the eleventh century, though the firſt of 
them hath Kugw, from the hand of the original tranſcriber. 
The ſame reading is alſo ſupported by the Vulgate, both the 
Syriac, the Coptic, and Athiopic, verſions; followed by Chry- 
foftem, and approved by the celebrated Mill, Prolegom. 881. 
and J. 4. Bengelius. Nevertheleſs, the other reading, Kugw, 
is favoured by the Yatican MS, thought to have been written 
before Jerome's time; the Ephrem MS, reckoned older, as we 
have ſcen, than the 542d year of Chriſt, and, by Wetftein, ac- 
counted pretty much coeval with the famous Alexandrian MS, 
from the great likeneſs of the characters in both, and ſome other 
circumſtances; the code of Paſſionei, No 72, in the ninth cen- 
tury; and $5 later books. It is alſo adopted in four lectiona- 
ries, two of them 600 or 700 years old, and in the generality 
of the Fathers, It is, therefore, upon the whole, moſt proba- 
ble that it is the genuine one, and may mean Feſus Chriſt, ac- 
cording to its very common acceptation in the New Teſtament, 
Bur, let it be granted that avi is the true reading, ſtill it falls 
moſt naturally to be interpreted of Chriſt, who is laſt mention- 


ed, 


(63 


preſent purpoſe, that he admits this active ſenſe ot 
the verb in conſtruction with ovopa in that text, 


however 


ed, and not of his heavenly Father: for the context runs thus 
The God of our fathers hath choſen thee, that thou ſhouldſt know his 
will, and ſee that juſt one, and ſhouldſt hear the voice of his mouth. 
For thou ſhalt be his auitneſi unto all men of what thou haſt ſeen and 
heard. And, now, why tarrieſt thou? Ariſe, and be baptiſed, 
and waſh away thy ſins, calling on his name. Where it is plain, 
Chriſt, the juſt or righteous one, is referred to once and again, 
in the Greek by the very words ar and ar, before there is 
mention of calling on his name. No doubt, as Grotius remarks, 
relatives and demonſtratives, of which kind is ar, often have 
a retroſpeC to ſomething more remote: but why ſhould any i- 
magine it is to be explained here of the God of their fathers, 
which is a more diſtant term, and not of Chri//, which is a 
nearer one, when his followers are often deſcribed as invoking, 
or calling upon, his name, eſpecially when there is ſo undeni- 
able an alluſion to him by it, over and over, ere this clauſe 
comes in? As to Grotius's other reaſon again, which our au- 
thor hath, in effect, taken into his text, about prayers in bap- 
tiſm having been, from the beginning, offered to Almighty 
God, I do not think there is much ſtrength in it. I omit, that 
the practice, in Juſtin Martyr's time, about the year of Chrif, 
140, that is, a century later, were his account of it ever ſo 
clear and deciſive, could not ſhew us, it was not 4nanias's in- 
tention Saul ſhould invoke Fe/us, nor prove that the primitive 
mode was not conformable to ſuch requirement by him, the 
leſs, indeed, that it is certain feveral innovations had then crept 
in. Beſides this, it muſt be owned, that Grotius does not repreſent 
that father's account with tolerable accuracy, when he makes him 
aſſert, prayers were directed to God the Father in the name of 
Chrift ; for he only tells us in general, Apolog. ii. p. 97. We, 
% after thus waſhing him who hath believed and who is joined 
“ to us, lead him 10 the place where thoſe called brethren are 
gathered together, being about to offer common prayers for 
themſelves, and for him who hath been illaminated, and for 
& all others every where, with fervency.” He indeed ſays, 
s that they name the name of the Father of the univerſe and 
Lord God only, when they bring the perſon who 1s to be 
waſhed to the laver, or baptiſmal font: — 79 72 argos Twv 
R x24 AtoToTy S 00pam ayTO TETO αν,ðN EMVAEYOUTEG, Tov A&TOaevav 
arg ti To Ar %. Apolog. ii. p. 94. But then he does not 
ſeem to mean any more than the naming of the Father in the 
act of baptizing, whom, it is well known to all who are ac- 

quainted 
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however he inſiſt on the paſſive ſignification here, 
where yet, according to him, it is needful to ſup- 
ply the prepolition «#re ; of the omiſſion or ellipſis of 
which, after this verb, I queſtion whether any inſtan- 
ces can be produced from authors, either ſacred or 
profane, be it ever ſo frequent in both, after many 
other verbs. For this proves the active ſenſe to be 
more eaſy and natural in the paſſages under conſide- 
ration. Accordingly, Dr. Hammond himſelf, whoſe 
note on 1 Cor. 1. 2. is urged againſt us in Mr, Lind- 
fey's Apology, in behalf of being called by Chriſt's 
name, paraphraſes the declaration of Ananias con- 
cerning Saul, Here he hath authority, from the 
chief prieſts, to bind rarras Te emmnoanuptves To ovojuts 
oz, As ix. 14. as relating to the worſhip of Chriſt 
by his diſciples, He is commiſſioned “ to ſecure all 
* that publicly avow the worſhip of Chriſt,” ſays he. 
Mr. Lindſey proceeds, A learned friend and good 
* critic, has obſerved in ſupport of this conſtruction 
and interpretation; © He would give no forced 
s interpretation to the expreſſion, who ſhould tranſ- 
& late Tz; ETIXQAZ[hEVYS TO OVOWC , Acts ix. 14. and 
4% roig ETIXGABjtEvor; TO Ovopuc T8 Kupis nwwy Inos Xeige, 1 
* Cor, i. 2. thoſe who are called or ſurnamed after thy 
„% zame ; thoſe who are called after the name of our 
Lord Jeſus Chriſt, This is no uncommon con- 
« ſtruction of greek paſſive verbs, and is to the full 
4% as grammatical, as (Lada) emigeuInoav 7% Aoyic Tx 
© few, Rom. ili. 2. or onxovopuay Temigevpens I Cor. 
6620027.” | 


This 


uainted with his writings, he conſidered as the ſupreme God: 
for he immediately proceeds to ſpeak of the converts being 
waſhed in the name of Jeſus Chrift and of the Holy Spirit. Ac- 
cordingly, Origen, in his Commentary on John's Goſpel, vol. 
ii. tom. 8. p. 129. ſtiles baptizing in the name of the Trinity 
the invocation of the adorable Trinity, rug Tg9TKUMNTNG Teiadg 
ng. 


CI 


This obſervation of the acute and diſpaſſionate au- 
thor of Objections to Mr. Lindſey's Interpretation of 
the firſt fourteen Verſes of St. John's Goſpel, whom 
1 have learned to be Mr. Temple, from the introduc- 
tion to the Diſſertations, the ſecond of which I am 
examining, I had taken notice of in a note upon my 
Letter to Dr. ebb, p. 35. and then oppoſed ſome 
reaſons to the putting the paſſive ſenſe upon the phraſe 
in 1 Cor. i. 2. which hold equally good as to Ads ix. 
14. even admitting his remark to be true by which 
he would ſupport it, This is no uncommon con- 
« ſtruction of greek paſſive verbs, and is to the full 
as grammatical,” &c, But I would now add, 
I am not ſatisfied of the juſtice hereof : for the rule 
of grammar,* which applies to his inſtances of that 
conſtruction, and to other ſimilar examples that 
might be produced, does not take place here, as 
will appear, I hope, to any learned reader who pe- 

rutes 


The rule of grammar, as it is propoſed by the learned 
Schmidius, runs thus; Accuſativus objecti acquiſitionis (i. e. 
«« quem activum cum dativo ſubjecti regit) verbo paſſivo, et 
« paſſivam ſig ni ficationem habenti, junctum manet, fed dativo 
«© in nominativum mutato:“ The accuſative of the object of 
acquiſition (that is, which the active governs with the dative 
of the ſubject) continues joined to a verb which is paſſive, and 
hath a paſſive ſignification, but with the change of the dative 
into the nominative. See Hof. Curz in Rom. iii. 2. Thus 
Tirevw governs the accuſative with the dative. - Says Plurarch, 
De Curioſitate; rig xa Sxvos5 TOFEUI LED (AAA GY jj, 1 Ovgng 
KI ObxEbodg TAUTEHAY (490 + hence we have LATED the pathve, 
with the accuſative, not only in the paſlages quoted by Mr. 
Temple, but allo in Galat, ii. 7. 1 75% ii. 4. 1 Tim. i. 11. 
Titus i. 3. In the ſame manner, enw7&:7w governs the accuſa- 
tive with the dative, Herodian, lib. i. mirror} 24 7h Hleroweria Oc 
2 Xg10W : wherefore we have, in Thucydid. lib. i. . rergaααννα 
rue Pu\axny. SO, too, wyyenAw governs the accuſative with the 
dative, and we have gary wyyiyaauuman EN Ee, Sophacd. Tra- 
chin. i. 3. a table, having the agreements injcrived. But what 
examples can be produced of :Twaxw's goveriuing the accuſative 
with the dative, to juſtify a ſimilar conitruction of the pative, 
rTixaArowat, With the accuſative? 


678) 
ruſes what is below. Moreover, the paſſive ſenſe 
will by no means quadrate, where it might be, with 
equal reaſon, pretended, from the form in which 


the verb occurs, as in the places before us, that 
there was ſuch a paſſive conſtruction of it.“ 


1 Mr. 


* Thus, it may be ſaid, emnanuper; is the preſent participle | 
paſſive in Rom. x. 12. as it is alledged to be in 1 Cor. i. 2. and 
AA, ix. 14. inſtead of the preſent participle middle; The /ame 
Lord over all is rich ug mavrag rug eminanupers avrey, But how 
ridiculous would it be for any to contend it ſhould be turned, 
toward all that are called, or ſurnamed, by him? So, too, it 
might be ſaid, e7wanuol: is the preſent indicative paſlive, 1 
Pt. i. 17. inſtead of the preſent indicative middle, Kai, « 
Targa (Nu νν,h, Wc, But can it enter into the mind of any 
to tranſlate it, Nye be called, or ſurnamed, by the Father, inſtead 
of If ye call on the Father, Ge? And the obſervation may be 
applied to 2 Cor, i. 23. which ſhould, on the ſame principle, 
be rendered, I am ſurnamed, or called, by God a witneſs, Eryw Tt 
pagruen Tor tov eTIaN2ais inſtead of 7 call God for a witneſs ; 
and to ſeveral texts in the ſeventy verſion of the Old Teſta- 
ment, 1 Chron. xvi. 8. P/. xcix. 6. cv. 1. Oc. as recited or 
referred to in the Letter to Dr. Jebb, p. 3o. 

It may be proper to take notice here, that the ſame learned 
critic and good friend, as our author calls him, Mr. Temple, 
whoſe obſervation he hath been giving us, does himſelf ac- 
knowledge, that, to make eTwanzuacy ſignify called, or ſurna- 
d, does not give a commodious ſenſe, As vii. 59. and, 
though he propole the ſenſe of appealing to a perſon as a judge, 
as ſuitable to this paſſage, he is ſo candid as to confeſs, that 
it does not ſo well agree to the petition which follows. His 
words are, The former of theſe ſignifications (being called by ) 
« would give a commodious ſenſe, in all the texts in which it 
« 1s applied, to Jeſus Chrift, except Ads vii. 59. and the latter 
„ (appealing 10) in that alſo. For St. Stephen, when he ſaid, 
Lord Jeſus, receive my ſpirit, exnizaMp may be repreſented 

as appealing, from the unjuſt ſentence of his inhuman judges, 
to the righteous tribunal of 7e/us Chriſt, But ftill the peti- 
tion would remain; and, therefore, moſt probably, it is here 
uſed in the ſenſe of invoking, calling to.“ P. 61, 62. We 
have, therefore, even his conſent, in his former publication, 
that the ſenſe of invoking is molt appoſite here, though, in his 
Letter to Dr. Randolph, he hath fince endeavoured to wreſt 


from us the argument, by alledging, the preſent text is vi- 
uated, | 


"7 
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Mr. Lindſey ſubjoins, finally, „It may be re- 
„ marked, in farther ſupport of this conſtruction, 
« that Patrick, Le Clerc, Calmet, with many o- 
« ther commentators of note, prefer that tranſlation 
„of Geneſis iv, 26. which makes it; then began 
« men to be called by the name of the Lord; and not, 
« as we render it, then began men 10 call upon the 
« name of the Lord. The marginal tranſlation of 
„ our engliſh bibles, which is generally to be pre- 
« ferred, gives us, then began men to call themſelves 
« by the name of the Lord.” 

But what ſtrength can he derive to his cauſe from 
this obſervation ? True it is, that theſe commenta- 
tors, with ſome others, do prefer that tranſlation of 
Gen. iv. 26. which he mentions; meaning, that then 
the poſterity of Seth began to be called by the name 
of the children of God, Gen. vi. 2. But do any of 
them build this interpretation upon the verſion of 
the ſeptuagint, where the phraſeology is the ſame as 
in theſe texts of the New Teſtament which we have 
been examining? No; they found it on the 
Hebrew itſelf, which runs thus; mp7 dn m 
mm ca alledging, that ſo like expreſſions are ex- 
pounded, 1/ai. xliv. 5. ancther ſhall call himſelf by 
the name of Jacob, ap’ wa &p and ͤ another ſhall 
ſubſeribe with the hand unto the Lord, and ſurname 
himſelf by the name of Iſrael, *ww 22. Again, 
Jai. xlviii. 1. Hear ye this, O houſe of Jacob, which 
are called by the name of Iſrael, wn v2 apr. 
Likewiſe, Gen. iv. 17. Cain Builded a city, and 
called the name of that city after the name of his 
ſon Enoch, Tan ua tua vn ey 8p. They look 
upon the Greek tranſlation of the {eventy as again 
them, which is, sro Arie r Nνj,q ut re oper TY 
Kuzzz, So Le Clerc turns it, Hic ſperavit invocare 
nomen Domini Dei, This man hoped to call on the 
name of the Lord God; and pronounces it, at the 

ſame 


( & ) 


| ſame time, abſurd, as it is plain God was invoked 
by Enos's anceſtors. In the ſame way Calmet tranſ- 
lates it; This man placed his hope in calling on the 
name of the Lord; I @ mit ſon eſperance d invoquer 
le nom du Seigneur. It is from Aquila's* Greek ver- 
fion alone, where the language is different from that 
phraſeology, the meaning of which is in debate, 
that they ſeek ſupport to their interpretation: there 
is, then, as little weight in this argument as in any 
former ones. 

To conclude; what avails it, that Cbriſt's follow- 
ers are, in ſome other places of the apoſtolic wri- 
tings, deſcribed by naming the name of Chriſt. The 
Greek expreſſion being there different, it can never 
be thence reaſonably inferred, that the terms which 
we have been canvaſling mean the ſame thing. 


3 Or. 1.1, 8. 


Vith all that in every place call upon the name of 
Jeſus Chriſt, our Lord, both their's and our's. — 
Luv rei Tois ETWKG&AZEVOLS TO OV0[h0 YA Kupiy nuwy Ince 
Noigs, tv TavTs TOW, GUTWITE X04 . 


After what hath been ſaid, in the Letter to Dr. 
Febb, to juſtify this tranſlation, and what hath been 
now 


Thus, Le Clerc founds on it, while he pronounces that of 
the ſeventy /ine ſenſu- Nos Aguilæ, quæ cum vocibus apprime 
*« convenit, interpretationem ſecuti — verterat enim ille 
„ ToTs nen TY xaniv iy ovoars Kugis ; hoc eſt, tum Sethi poſteri de 
% nomine Dei vocari cœperunt, ut ab aliis diſtinguerentur, Pars 
« filii Dei vocabantur, pars filii hominum; ut ex cap. vi. apparet.“ 
In like manner, Calnet, having ſaid this ſenſe appears very 
good, wiz. ©* then they began to be called by, or from, the 
name of the Lord,” adds, a little after, «* It ſeems that 
% Aquila underſtood it al ſo in this ſenſe, then it aua, begun to 
1 be called by, or from, the name of God, reading m, vort, 
«« inſtead of N, vreg, with the ſeventy.” | 
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now offered in vindication of our like verſion of 4. 
ix. 14,'21, where the Greek phraſcology is perfectly 
ſimilar, Iwill not ſpend any time upon this paſſage. 
Mr. Lindſey appears to me to have only expatiated a 
little upon what he had before advanced in ſubſtance, 
without attempting any refutation of my arguments 
againſt his ſenſe, or to have barely affirmed what 
may, with equal eaſe, be denied, and indeed ought 
to be rejected, as it is founded in miſtake, or miſ- 
apprehenſion of the deſign of the ſacred writers.“ 


G CHAPTER 


» The author had, in his Apology, referred his readers to 
Dr. Hammond on this text; and, indeed, he is here for him: 
the Doctor, who paraphraſes the expreſſion, “all other Chriſ- 
4% tians,” ſays, in his note on the place, mwanucla; fignifies 
« to be ſurnamed, Matth. x. 3. Luke xxii. 3. As i. 23. iv. 36. 
* vii. 59. and in many other places, and ſo in a paſſive, not 
% active, fignification. Agreecable to this, irizaruolz wus 
% Inov Xr is to be called by the name of Chriit, as an agnomen, 
« or ſupernomination, which notes the ſpecial relation we have 
© to him, as the ſpouſe of that huſband whoſe name is called 
« upon her, Ila. iv. 1. (which is the direct literal tranſlation 
% of mwanolas here; or as the ſervant of that maſter, by 
«© whoſe name he is called alſo. And ſo . [h2178 090.2 Kreis 
« is but a periphraſis of Chriſtians, and no more. In this 
“ ſenſe will it be moſt proper to interpret the phraſe, Ad ii. 
4 21. and ix. 14, 21. Rom. x. 12, 13, 14. and generally in the 
«© New Teſtament, but when it 1ignifies to appeal to, or the 
4% like.” But does it not invalidate this commentator's rea- 
ſoning, that «w1zanucla; may be of the middle, as well as of the 
paſſive, voice, the middle having no preſent tenſe of a different 
termination from the paſſive? That, by underſtanding it thus, 
its active ſignification ſuperſedes all ſuppoſition of an ellipſis, 
and, by conſequence, all need of the ſupplemeat of the prepo- 

tion ara, or the like; which, taking it in the paſſive ſenſe, 
It requires, as was awhile ago ſaid? That Dr. Hammond is in- 
conſiſtent with himſelf, when he introduces here A ix. 14. as 
an example of the ſenſe of being called by, or from, the name -4 
Chriſt, which himſelf explains, as we have teen, in the courſe 
of his Paraphraſe and Commentary upon i-, of worſhippir. x 

Chriſt? And the ſame thing is true, about his reference ty 
Rom. x. 13. ſiace he ſays on it, That, when the great calamity 
„ befals the Jewiſh nation, and all other confidences fail and 

„ prove 
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CHAPTER VL 


Of the Greetings at the Beginning of the Epiſtles, and 
the Farewel Salutations at the End of the Epiſtles. 


R. Lindſey, having produced the different 
ſamples of each, becauſe they have been 
imagined by ſome perſons to favour the doctrine of 
praying to Chriſt, adds, If men had not been dif- 
„ poſed beforehand, through the force and tinge of 
« former prejudices, to multiply to themſelves ob- 
« jets of worſhip, they never would have eſpied 
„any thing in theſe forms of ſalutations, in which 
« Chriſt is named, to countenance their offering up 
% prayer to him. For they are not wiſhes for any 
< thing directly to be received from him; but each 
* of them contains a general wiſh of all the bleſſings 
© of the goſpel, couched in the molt conciſe man- 
« ner, as is the uſual method of epiſtolary writings. 
In ſhort, they are imperfect kinds of prayer, 
« which require in ſome ſuch way as this, to be 
&* made out and compleated. Thus, Grace be 10 
& you, and peace, from God the Father, and from our 
« Lord Jeſus Chriſt, would have been, if written 
« more at length; I pray God to grant, that ye 
„ may be partakers of that grace, (favour) and 
« peace, (perfect happineſs) which he, the Father 
« of all, has beſtowed on us by Jeſus Chriſt.“ In 
„the ſame way, that valedictory ſalutation, 2 Cor. 
“ Kili. 


« prove treacherous, according to the promiſe in Joel ii. 32, 
c they that ſhould conſtantly confeſs, pray, and adhere, to 
« Chriſt, ſhould be delivered from it, and this as a pledge of 
«« eternal deliverance, or ſalvation,” Finally, that, in ſome 
of the texts he quotes, the original language is different, and, 
in _ the ſenſe is inadmiflible, for reaſons already men- 
tioned ? 


(28 


“ Xiii. 14. is to be ſupplied. The grace of the Lord 
« Jeſus Chrift, and the love of God, and the commu- 
«* nion of the holy ſpirit, be with you all: i. e. I pray 
« God that ye may be all partakers of the favour, 
„ which his love has beſtowed upon us by Jeſus 
« Chriſt, and that ye may ſhare in the extraordinary 
« gifts, and all needful aſſiſtance of his holy ſpirit. 
« In like manner, 2 Tim. iv. 22. The Lord Jeſus 
« Chriſt be with thy ſpirit, Grace be with you, if 
« written more fully, would have been; I pray 
« God, that the gracious motives of the goſpel may 
« be thy guide and ſupport, and that the divine fa- 
« vour made known to us by Chrift may belong to 
« you all.“ 

But I may fafely leave it to all impartial perſons 
to determine, whether Mr. Lindſey himſelf is not 
carried away, through the influence of prejudice of 
one kind or other, to put ſuch an interpretation on 
theſe texts, when we tecollect that Jeſas Chriſt pro- 
miſed not only his Father's love, but his own love, 
to all that ſhould love him and keep his words, to- 
gether with his manifeſtation of himſelf to them, 
and abode with them, Jobn xiv. 21, 23. — That he 
afſured his diſciples, when he was taking his final 
leave of them, juſt before he returned to heaven, 
All power is given me in heaven and in earth. —That we 
are told by Peter, in a diſcourſe which he delivered 
ſoon after Chri/*s aſcenſion, Him God hath made, or 
conſtituted, a prince and a Saviour, to give remiſſion of 
fins, and ſhed down the Holy Ghoſt, whoſe aſſiſtance 
1s needed, in every age, for the faithful performance 
of duty, as his miraculous endowments were, at 
firſt, for ſpreading and confirming the goſpel. — 
When, finally, we hear Cbriſt, in the book of Re- 
velations, promiſing to confer bleſſings, and threat- 
ening to inflict dilteſſes, according to the variety of 
mens character and conduct, is it not the natural 
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ſenſe of theſe ſalutations and valedictions, that the 
favour of Chriſt is aſked, as well as the favour and 
good will of his Father, together with a comfortable 
perſuaſion of it? that communications of bleſſings 
from him are implored as well as from his Father? 
Strange, that the author, inſtead of adopting this 
eaſy and obvious meaning, ſhould make thele forms 
expreſs delires of n what, according to him, 
God had already conferred ! * 

I admit that Chrift is ſometimes put for his goſ- 
pel, particularly in Epheſ. iti. 17. where the apoſtle 
prays that Chriſt may dwell in your hearts by faith, 
and Epbeſ. iv. 20. Ye have not ſo learned Chriſt, as 
Mr. Lindſey oblerves in the next page. But does 
it hence follow it is to be explained ſo always, and 


particularly in that farewel benediction, 2 Tim. iv. 


22. The Lord Jeſus Chriſt himſelf be with thy ſpirit; 
which he interprets to be a prayer to God, that the 
gracious motives of the goſpel may be Timothy's 
guide and ſupport? We have ſeen, that he himſelf 
remarks, the term Lord hath different ſignifications : 
when, therefore, Jeſus hath ſaid, Where two or three 
are gathered together in my name, there am I in the 
midſt of them, Matt. xviil. 20. and Paul hath decla- 
red, that he is the head, from which all the body, by 
Joints and bands, having nouriſhment miniſtered, and 
knit together, increaſeth with the increaſe of God, Col. 
ii. 19. and Jobn hath written, Jobn i. 16. that, out 
of his fulneſs, we have received grace for grace, or 
grace upon grace, to omit ſimilar paſſages, is it not 

| unreaſonable 


This ſeems a ſtriking abſurdity in his paraphraſes of the 


ſalutations, to denote the kindneſs which God the Father had 


already manifeſted to the world by Jeſus Cbriſi, and announced 
to them in the er, tal the goſpel. I may add, if he had 
intended the grace which had already arrived to them by Chrif, 
he would have uſed the article, . agg, c. It is, then, 2 


vour and happineſs more generally; Rom. i. 7. 1 Cor, i. 3: 
2 Cor, i. 2. &c, 
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unreaſonable to refer the whole ſenſe of the benedic- 
tion to his religion, becauſe Chriſt hath ſometimes 
this acceptation ? Do not the words obviouſly expreſs 
the apoltle's earneſt deſire, that the exalted Saviour 
might exert an influence upon Timotby's underſtand- 


ing, and will, and affections, to direct him and aſ- 
h 


im in his work, and to carry him through all 
his trials with honour and comfort? And why 
ſhould not his powerful energy on the mind, but 
ſtill in conſiſtence with our liberty, be taken in alſo 
in thoſe paſſages, Jobn xii. 32. and Philip. iv. 13. 
which our author makes to ſpeak only of the ſtrong 
evidences and weighty motives of the goſpel? 

It follows in our author,“ page 103, © Perhaps 


« by putting a ſimilar example, it will ſtill more 


« eaſily be ſeen, that theſe forms of writing, can by 
* no means be conſidered in the light of addreſſes 
„ by prayer to Chriſt, It has been the opinion of 
„ ſome learned men among chriſtians, as it had 
* been of ſome jewiſh writers, that Moſes, like 
« Enoch, was tranſlated to heaven without ſeeing 
« death. Let us then only ſuppoſe this to be true, 
* which I do not affirm; and that Joſhua, Moſes's 
“ ſucceſſor, inſtead of that fine exhortation to his 


G 3 * countrymen 


Though the author does not, ſome attempt to evade all ſha- 
dow of argument for invoking Chrif, from theſe ſalutations in 
the beginning of the Epiftles, by turning them, Grace and peace 
from God, the Father of us and of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, Rom. i. 
7. 1 Cor. i. 3. 2 Cor. i. 2. Epbeſ. i. 2. &c. And this tranſla- 
tion is given, I obſerve, in the verſion of the Epiſtle to the 
Epheſians, lately printed at Gla/zow, and aſcribed to a gentle- 
man not above twenty miles diſtant from that city. But who- 
ever compares Gal. i. 3. 2 Tim. i. 2. and Titus i. 4. together 
with Epbeſ. vi. 23. where is only Ow Hates xas Krems, Oc, 
without pwr after Hargeg, will ſee good cauſe why that rendering 
ſhould be rejected. See alſo the ſecond Epiſtle of John, V 3. 
where wage is repeated before Ku Ine Xo, even as it is pla- 
ced before Otis Haręos; and R. vel. i. 4. where ano precedes ex- 
preſly lac : ſo that it cannot be denied there is a wiſh of 

dod from him, as well as from his Father. 
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tc countrymen before his death, (Joſh. xxiii.) ſhould 
« have written an Epiſtle to the Iſraelites, and pre- 
« faced it thus; Mercy and peace be to you, from 
& Febovah our God, and Moſes our Deliverer, 
« Would any have thence concluded, that the man 
« Moſes was to be prayed toand worſhiped as God? 
« I ſuppoſe not. They would have taken it only 
« as a pious wiſh, or prayer of the good old man 
© for them, to God, that they might enjoy the 
<« bleſſings he had promiſed them by Moſes, hy 
e then conclude any thing more intended here? 

But the reply is eaſy. Without entering into the 
queſtion about Meſes's fate at all, which would be 
foreign to my purpoſe, every one muſt perceive the 
example here put is no way ſimilar. In order to 
have made the caſe parallel, it ſhould have been ſup- 
poſed that Moſes had diſcovered, during his abode 
on earth, the knowledge of what was tranſacted in 
diſtant places, and of the ſecret thoughts and rea- 
ſonings of thoſe with whom he converſed, ere ever 
they uttered them to him. — That he had been con- 
feſſed by his friends before he was tranſlated into 
heaven, according to the hypotheſis, to poſſeſs the 
knowledge of all things, and to have no need of 
previous information trom men about any thing. — 
That himſelf had aſſured his followers he would have 
univerſal empire and dominion conferred upon him. 
That ſome of them, farther, had borne teſtimony 
to his actual inveſtiture with this extenſive authority 
and lordſhip, after he was taken up from mortals, 
who were alſo ſecured from error and miſtake about 
the matter, through the inſtruction of the Spirit, 
whom he had promiſed to guide them into all truth, 
- That one of his diſciples, of diſtinguiſhed ability 
and zeal, had expired, praying to him, that he 
would receive his ſpirit and pardon his murderers; 


after being tull of the Holy Ghoſt, he had looked 
| op 
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up ſtedfaſtly into heaven, and ſeen the glory of God, 
and him ſtanding on his right hand. — Finally, not 
to take notice of other omiſſions, that, after being 
exalted to celeſtial honour ' and happineſs, himſelf 
had declared he knew mens works, and diſpoſitions, 
and ſufferings, and would diſtribute rewards or pu- 
niſhments to them, according to their reſpective 
characters. And, if all theſe things had been alſo 
imagined to unite and concur with regard to Moſes, 
as they do with regard to Feſus Cbriſt, I doubt not 
every unprejudiced perſon would have readily under- 
ſtood ſomething more by that preface of Foſbua to 
his epiſtle to the Iſraelites, which Mr. Lindſey feigns 
him to have written, than a pious wiſh, or prayer, 
of the good old man for them to God, that they 
might enjoy the bleſſings he had promiſed them by 
Moſes. He would have concluded, that, beſides a 
prayer to God for his beſtowing bleſſings upon them, 
there was alſo a requeſt unto Moſes, who had been 
formerly the inſtrument of good to them on different 
occaſions, that he would communicate ſuch to them; 
not indeed as God, but as having capacity to under- 
ſtand and gratify the deſires there expreſſed. I do 
not, however, think he would have inferred any 


thing about theſe bleſſings being promiſed by Moſes, 


as God's meſſenger, becauſe there is an abſolute ſi- 
lence in the words Jaſbua is made to employ con- 
cerning this circumſtance, 
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CHA PTE RV 


Of the Doxologies applied to Jeſus Chriſt in th New 
Teſtament. 


OTHING which occurs under this head in 
Mr, Lindſey's Diſſertation, need to detain 
us Tong, © * | EL YE 
As to what he preſumes about Stephen's: prayer 
ing only a prayer to Chriſt, when he was repreſented 


in a viſion as preſent, I refer to what hath been ſaid 
upon this ſubje& above, p. 56, & ſeq. and in the Letter 


to Dr. Jebb, page 6; in which it was obſerved, the 
viſion was over a conſiderable time ere he made ſup- 


plication unto him. Nor does it indeed appear that 
the viſion itſelf exhibited Feſus ſo near his ſuffering 


ſervant as to be capable of hearing his prayers, un- 


' Jeſs he had been endowed with knowledge ſuperior 
to human: for, to allude to Mr. Lindſey's own 


words in his Apology, p. 129, what an immenſe 
ſpace between heaven and earth! 

Our author adds, The like may be faid of that 
* emblematic deſcription of the homage due to this 
« olorious and innocent ſufferer, in the cauſe of 
de truth, and of God; Revel. v. 8, 9, 10, &c. 
% The four living creatures, and the four and twenty 
« elders, fell down before the Lamb, having every one 
& of them harps, and golden vials, full of odours, 
«< which are the prayers of the ſaints. And they ſung a 
« new ſong, ſaying ; Thou art worthy to take the book, 
«© and lo open the ſeals thereof : for thou waſt ſlain, 
and haſt redeemed us to God by thy blood, out of every 
« kindred, and tongue, and people, and nation; and 
«© haſt made us unto our God, kings and prieſts, &c.“ 
But this is altogether without foundation. For, 
though 


= 


though Jobn had this whole ſcene delineated to him 
in viſion, the living creatures and the elders, who 
are introduced proſtrating themſelves before the 
Lamb, upon his taking the ſcaled book out of the 
right hand of him that ſat on the throne, after the 
declaration that he had prevailed to open and read it,* 
and addreſſing this ſong to him, are deſcribed ſur- 
rounding him in heaven, not reſiding, like Stephen, 
upon this earth. If they add, in the end of their 
ſong, and we ſhall reign on the earth, though our au- 
thor hath neglected to quote theſe words, it is not 
becauſe they were dwelling on the earth at the time 
of their paying this honour to the Lamb, but be- 
cauſe they would expreſs their confidence, that the 
cauſe, on the ſide of which they were engaged, 
even the Chriſtian religion, would proye victorious 
in the world, 
I agree with Mr. Lindſey, that it muſt be owing 
to a very confuſed and indiſtinct way of thinking, 
when, — the worſhip paid to Cbriſ, by his diſci- 
ples and others, while he was alive and accompanied 
with them on earth, Matt. viii. 2. ix. 18. Sc. it is 


inferred, 


The living creatures and elders here are, probably, the re. 
preſentatives of the Chriſtian church, compoſed both vf Jewiſh 
and Gentile converts, with its paſtors. The four living crea- 
tures, in this, as well as the 4th, chapter, have been indeed 
underſtood to ſignify angels, chiefly, I believe, from comparing 
the deſcription of the Seraphim and their exerciſe, 1/ai. vi. 1-8. 
But is it not more reaſonable to underſtand them as emblemati- 
cal of Chriſtian paſtors, who ſhould be attentive to their people 
on all ſides; like the lion, courageous ; like the calf or ox, 
patient of labour; like man, mild and gentle; and, like the 
eagle, ſoaring upwards in their thoughts and affections ? That 
they are allufive to men, rather than angels, ſtrongly appears 
from the ſong aſcribed to them; for angels could not ſay to 
the Lamb, Thou haſt redeemed us to God with thy blood, out of 
every kindred, and tongue, and people, c. Says Dr. Tavelk, 
(Sermons at Boyle's and Lady Meyers's Lecture, vol. ii. p. 189.) 
«© By the four beaſts and twenty-four elders, both Grotizs and 
f* Hammond underſtand the governors of the church. 
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inferred, he is to be worfhipped and prayed unto at 
all times, now he is gone from this world. But 1 
have never made any ſuch inference: I have only 
improved to this purpoſe the relation of the evange- 
Iift Lake, who, having ſaid that he was parted from 
the apoſtles and carried up into heaven, immediate- 
ly ſubjoins, And they worſhipped him, and returned to 
Jerufalem with great joy, xxiv. 31, 52. as may be 
een above. Indeed, if an argument were to be drawn 
from its being ſaid, perſons were worſhipped upon 
earth by their cotemporaries, for their being entitled 
to have prayers and praiſes offered to them after they 
have paſſcd into the inviſible ſtate, the children of 
Heth, and Eſau, and Foſeph, and David, and many 
others, under the Old Teſtament, Gen. xxiii. 7. 
xxxiii. 3. xlii. 6. 1 Chron. xxix. 20. and Peter, un- 
der the New, As x. 25. would have a right to ſuch 
homage, as well as Jeſus, at preſent; the ſame 
Greek word, Tgooxuvw, Which is turned worſhip, oc- 
curring in all thele places, which is too ablurd and 
ridiculous for any to maintain. 

There is no neceſlity to urge any thing farther than 
was done in the Letter to Dr. ebb, in behalf of the 
preſent reading of Revel. i. 4, 5, 6. and of its being 
a doxology to Chriſt. But to explain this doxology; 
Unto bim that loved us, and waſhed us from our fins in 
bis own blood, and hath made us kings and prieſts unto 
God and his Father ; to him be glory and dominion for 
ever and ever; and that other, 2 Pet. iii. 18. To him 

be Glory, both now and for ever : — to explain theſe 

doxologies, I ſay, as he does, to be a brief and 
ſummary form of prayer, .in which God is invoked, 
Jo to direct and over-rule the affairs of the world, to 
do honour to Feſus, that all men may receive his 
. |, and be made virtuous and happy for ever 
WT. inſtead of being a grateful aſcription amidſt a 
perſuaſion of his diſcernment thereof, muſt appear, 
| to 
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to all who are not under ſome unhappy bias and pre- 
® poſſeſſion, a moſt unnatural comment. For, if 10 
God be glory, who hath created all things, and, if to 
God be Glory, both now and for ever, be, the one, a 
tribute of praiſe for his production of the world and 
the fulneſs thereof, the other, a prayer that God 
may direct and over- rule the affairs of the world, to 
do honour to himſelf, why ſhould not theſe forms, 
now recited and applied to Cbriſt, receive a like in- 
terpretation, ſeeing he hath ranſomed men by his 


death, and hath a mighty power, whereby he is able 
to ſubdue all things to himſelf? * 


Whether 
Mr. Temple, I find, in his Letter to the Rev. Mr. Fiþer, 


Drax, which is'at the end of his Remarks on Burgh's ſerip- 
tural Confutation, Fc. p. 172, inclines to think this doxology 
in Peter ſpurious, as it ſtands; for, having quoted Peter's 
words, 2 Pet. iii. 18. he ſays, in a note, It is not quite cer- 
„ tain that this is Peter's true text. There is, I think, not a 
« little probability that it is not. After the words Jeſus Chriſt, 
% two MSS and the two Syriac verſions, the former very 
** ancient, add, and of God the Father, According to this read- 
ing, the glory is aſcribed to God the Father, and not to Je- 
« ſus Chriſt; to whom, not viſibly preſent, no doxology is 
« made, I believe, in any other part of the apoſtolic writings. 
« Weſfttin in lic. But it amazes me, Mr. Temple ſhould form 
ſuch a favourable opinion of this various reading here. Vet- 
fein, to whom he appeals, does indeed take notice that two 
Greek MSS exhibit it, and that both Syriac verſions expreſs it, 
but is entirely filent about its merit; and Mill himſelf, who 
mentions the authority of theſe two MSS, together with that 
of the ancient Syriac verſion, for it, and adds that Zuthalius 
read it in his Greek copy, heſitates not, when, in his Prolego- 
mena, he recites, among other Euhalian variations from the 
common text, this here, za O argos, to pronounce that 
theſe words are an addition, ſect. 960. Who, indeed, that is 
impartial, can imagine they are to be retained as genuine? 
The two Greek MSS which have them are, Stepban's uy, 
or thirteenth, which is placed by Werftein himſelf among 
the more modern books, and Petawius's third, which, if of no 
earlier date than bis firſt, as is moſt probable, muſt be, accord. 
ing to the ſame critic, only a work of the thirteenth _—_ 
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Whether theſe two are the only doxologies ap- 
plied to Chriſt in the New Teſtament I will not anxi- 
ouſly enquire. But I cannot ſee how Mr. Lindſey 
could aflert this, as he hath done, in conſiſtence 
with his introducing the ſong of the living creatures 
and elders under this head, or article; ſince, in the 
ſame chapter of the book of Revelations to John, 
wherein it is recorded, we meet with other forms of 

raiſe to the Lamb, which may, with equal reaſon, 

{tiled doxologies to him as that; ſee verſes 12 
and 13, and compare them with the preceding gth 
and 16th verſes. I will only remark that 1 Pet. iv. 
18. may be moſt naturally underſtood to be a doxo- 
logy likewiſe to Chriſt, ſince he is the perſon laſt 
mentioned; That God in all things may be glorified, 

| through 


See his Prolegomena to Paul's Epiſtles, tom. 2. of his edition 
of the Greek Teſtament, page 14. Now, how inconſiderable 
their authority, in oppoſition to that of ſeven older and fiſty · ſix 
later MSS, which all agree in the preſent received reading ! 
as does alſo the vulgar Latin verſion, which is ſaid, by that 
ſame author, to have been corrected, or reformed, by Jerome, 
upon a collation of ancient Greek books, in his Cautiones et A- 
nimad verſiones ad Examen war. Led. V. T. necgſſariæ, p. 867. 
The Syriac verſions, again, take ſuch liberty, in wavy, ſome 
words and omitting others, that their teſtimony cannot be very 
deciſive ; and the leſs ſo, that the tranſlation of this epiſtle was 
executed at a later interval from the age of its writer, It may 
be urged, I am aware, that Euthalius profeſſes, in his edition of 
the Acts, and of this with other Catholic epiſtles, in the way 
of 5:01, or verſes, to have followed a more accurate copy of 
them, which had belonged to Euſebius Pamphilas, and was kept 
in his time, who flouriſhed about 451, in the library at Cæſa- 
rea. See the Prolegomena of Werſtein, p. 75. But it is Mill's 
Judgement, that what is called Euthalius's Greek Teſtament 
has been much interpolated ; which may be very true, not- 
withſtanding Welſtein's cenſure ſhould be juſt, that Mill aught 
not to have conſidered all the various readings there as adopted 
by Euthalius, fince he ſaw not his avroyzapor, or original copy; 
and from many of theſe various readings Euthalius himſelf dif- 
fers, in his prologues, arguments, and chapters, and a very 

old MS fragment; Mill's Proleg. 946. Finally, theſe words 
are not countenanced by any other of the Fathers. 
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through Jeſus Chriſt ; to wwhom be praiſe and dominion 
for ever and ever, amen. In the ſame way, and for 


the ſame reaſon, Hebrews xiii. 20, 21. cally receives 


this ſenſe; Now the God of peace, who brought again 
from the dead our Lord Jelus, make you perfect in every 
good work, to do his will, working in you that which is 
well pleafing in his fight, through Jeſus Chriſt; 10 
whom be glory for ever and ever, amen. 

Before I diſmiſs this ſubje& of the doxologies, it 
remains to take notice, that our author, having ſaid, 
p- 104, we never meet with any prayer or addreſs 
% made by the apoſtles and firſt preachers of the 
«* goſpelto him, after he had left this lower world, 
« unleſs when he was repreſented in a viſion as pre- 
« ſent,” upon ſuch grounds as we have been exa- 
mining, ſubjoins, p. 106, The true concluſion to 
ebe drawn from the conduct of the apoſtles in this 
«© matter, is, that they had no conception of the 
* bleſſed Jeſus, knowing their thoughts, or hearing 

their prayers, unleſs when upon ſome extraordinary, 
occaſions it was given to him, and he was per- 
« mitted to manifeſt himſelf as preſent with them.” 
But he will need to bring better proof than he has 
yet done, that they omitted all addreſs and applica- 
tion to him, ſince he went to heaven, in other cir- 
cumſtances than thoſe in which he only ſuppoſes them 
to have made it, and to produce ſtronger arguments, 
likewiſe, that they had ſuch narrow ideas, or no- 
tions, about his underſtanding and power to help 
and ſuccour them, as he aſcribes to them, ere eithe 
of his poſitions can be admitted. 
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2 Cor. xii, 8, 9. 


For this thing I beſought the Lord thrice, that it might 
depart from me. And be ſaid unto me, My grace is 
ſufficient for thee, for my ſtrength is made perfe in 
weakneſs. Moſt gladly, therefore, will I rather glo- 

ry in my infirmities, that the power of Chriſt may ref 


upon me. 


In reconſidering this text, Mr. Lindſey gives a de- 
tail of the hiſtory with which it is connected; and, 
having ſaid that the thorn in his fleſh was ſome bodi- 
ly infirmity with which he had been viſited by divine 
providence, (as is ingeniouſly conjectured, ſome pa- 
ralytic diforder,) which had affected his countenance 
and organs of ſpeech, he goes on thus; This 
could not but be a great affliction to him; bur 
* chiefly as he might apprehend it would hinder his 
« ſucceſs in preaching, and ſpreading the goſpel of 
divine truth: for which only he deſired to live. 
* He therefore naturally turned himſelf for relief, 
te to the almighty being, to the LORD, Jehovah, 
« the God of his fathers, the Maker and Governour 
© of the world. He had been accuſtomed to pray 
© to no other from his youth. His divine Maſter 
« Jeſus had not taught, or commanded to pray to 
« any other; much leſs to pray to himſelf.” But 
what force is there in theſe reaſons, to ſhew that, 
when he is ſaid to have beſought the Lord thrice, he 
did not pray to Jeſus, who is very commonly deno- 
ted by the term Lord, Kupios, in the New Teſtament? 
ſo commonly, indeed, that it hath been affirmed, by 
ſome attentive critics, that not one place will be 
found, in the apoſtolic writings, where, if the arti- 
cle precede it, as here, though without any thing 
additional to determine its meaning, it doth not ſig- 
nify Chriſt, unleſs there be a reſpect to ſome paſſage 
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of the Old Teſtament. He ſurely did many things, 
after his converſion to Chriſtianity, which he had 
not been accuſtomed to do from his youth, nor even 
for the ſhorteſt ſpace of time before that event. It 
is true, we are not told that Jeſus taught or com- 
manded him to pray to him, by any miraculous 
voice from heaven, or ſecret impulſe of the Spirit : 
yet he might have been informed how he had decla- 
red, in the days of his fleſh, that the Father had 
committed all judgement unto him,. that all men 
might honour the Son, even as they honour the Fa- 
ther, that all power was given him in heaven and 
earth : he might have learned, farther, that his a- 
poſtles had worſhipped him, immediately after he 
was withdrawn from them in a cloud, and received 
into glory; and that they had prayed to him for his 
directing a proper fupply of the vacancy in their ſo- 
ciety, by Judas's perfidiouſnefs and death: he might 
probably, alſo, have been an ear-witneſs to Stephen's 
Expiring requeſts to him, both for his own ſoul and 
concerning his perſecutors : Moreover, he had actu- 
ally heard Jeſus ſpeaking to himſelf from heaven, 
and ſhewing he was acquainted with all the injuries 
he had done to his followers, while, at the ſame 


time, he warned him of the miſchievous conſequen- 


ces that would thence accrue to himſelf, if he conti- 
nued to treat them with outrage: Ananas, agai 

who, upon Feſus's order, came to the houſe in Da- 
maſcus, where he lodged, and reſtored to him his 
ſight, had deſcribed the diſciples of Chriſt as perſons 
who called upon his name. He might, therefore, 
on ſuch grounds, as well as others, with which he 
became acquainted before he was overtaken with 
this diſtreſs, ſince it is allowed to have been at ſome 
conliderable interval after his embracing the goſpel, 
and obtaining the commiſſion and endowments of an 
apoſtle, have now prayed unto him with great pra- 


priety. 
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ptiety. How natural, indeed, was it for hit to 
turn himſelf for relief ro Jeſus, in ſuch circumſtances 
of anxiety about the ſucceſs of his miniſtry as the 
preſent, fince by him he had been called to 'preach 
the goſpel, and, for doing it, he had been by him fil- 
led with the Holy Ghoſt, by the laying on of Ana- 
nias's hands, as well as reſtored to the enjoyment of 
his bodily ſight, As ix. 17. xxvi. 16. More patti- 
cularly, ſtill, he had received a charge from him to 
depart out of Feruſalem unto the Gentiles, being in a 
trance there; and, in proſecution of this mandate, 
had continued in the city of Corinth, where theſe 
Chriſtians lived, 'to whom he was now giving this 
relation, a year and ſix months gathering and edify- 
ing a church, Alls xxii. 17 — 21, compared with 
xviii. 1—11. | n an 
The author next repeats what he had ſaid before, 
about Paul's ſeeming to have had in his eye, when 
he beſought the Lord thrice, the example of Fefus, 
in addreſſing himſelf to his Father three ſeveral times, 
amidſt his diſtreſs of ſpirit in the garden; but offers 
no argument in ſupport of his opinion, any more 
than formerly, in his Apology, ſo that it is to be 
conſidered as a mere conjecture, or gueſs, as was 
ſaid in the Letter to Dr. Febh, And then he gives 
us the following paraphraſe of the'words of the Lord, 
who, in his opinion, is the God and Father of Jeſus 
Chriſt, in anſwer to Paul's prayer; My grace is 
« ſufficient for thee. q. d. It is ſufficient for you, 
that you are aſſured of my favour and protection. 
Only do your duty, and leave the reſt to me. 
For my ſtrength, 9vaps, is made perfect in weakneſs.” 
i. e. the extraordinary divine powers which will 
be occaſionally continued to you, for the confir- 
mation of the truth, will be more conſpicuous du- 
ring your preſent bodily indiſpoſition. For whilſt 
you are able to heal others, but not to heal . 
| * lelt; 


4 

u. ſelf; it will be more evident that you act by a 
power not your own, nor under your own direc- 
tion; but from God only.” But I may appeal to 
all, whether, upon a little ſober reflection, they can 
think this a Juſt explication of the import of the 
words, even admitting them not to be the words of 
Chriſt, but of his heavenly Father, as he contends. 
They plainly imply, that the grace, or favour, of 
the ſpeaker, not merely the apoſtle's perſuaſion of 
an intereſt in it, was ſufficient to qualify him for, 
and to ſupport and proſper him in, his work, what- 
ever diſcouraging thoughts aroſe from his malady ; 
for his power, or ſtrength and might, exerts itſelf 
more abundantly, and its olory is ſeen more 
fully, the weaker he is. Be it, that The term, 
% duvayus, [here turned ſtrengib,] in the New Teſta- 
«© meat, is commonly uſed to ſignify miraculous 
« works and powers,” as the author aſſerts in his 
note; it is not always ſo uſed, and ſtill leſs for the 
mere miraculous ability of healing diſeaſes, to which 
he ſeems to reſtrict it. It is taken, in a much lar- 
ger ſenſe, for that ſupernatural energy and influence, 
by which perſons are animated unto, prepared for, 
and made to ſucceed in, any undertaking. What a 
poor and jejune meaning, then, does our author put 
on the words, in compariſon of that which is their 

enuine one, viewed with this light! According to 
1a they only ſignify that, by the continuance of 
Paul's diſorder, while he wrought cures, from time to 
time, on others, it would become more manifeſt, that 
his ability to heal was from God and under his direc- 
tion, not from himſelf and at his own diſpoſal; ſince 
it could not be doubted, that he would incline to 
exert it for removing the diſeaſe he laboured un- 
der; and that, though he wanted health and ſound- 
neſs, he might reſt afſared of his favour to him in 
doing his duty. Now it neither appears that he en- 


tertained 


. 


tertained any doubts of God's love to him, while ſo 
employed, to make the declaration of his intereſt in 
it needful, nor that he experienced any backwardneſs 
in men to allow his powers of healing to be derived 
from God, and ſubject to his pleaſure, which requi- 
red the permanence of his diſeaſe to ſatisfy them in this 
point; as if it were not made plain, every time he 
omitted to reſtore eaſe and activity to any of his 
friends, while he beſtowed ſuch benefit on ſtrangers. 
But their real and much nobler ſenſe is, that a power 
would be employed, from above, adequate to his 
occaſions, to urge him unto, and to carry him with 
honour through, all his work; which, in proportion 
to his greater weakneſs, would ſhine more illuſ- 
trious. 

Mr. Lindſey now proceeds; *I have explained 
ee this prayer, as being offered to God alone: that 
« he is the Lord, to whom the pious apoſtle had re- 
« courſe. But ſome are induced by an expreſſion 
e that follows, to imagine that he prayed to Chriſt; 
& becauſe he calls the aſſiſtance now promiſed to 
« him, the power of Chriſt, 

© But there appears to me no ſufficient ground 
< for this interpretation. For the power of Chriſt 
« may, very properly, and agreeably with the uſual 
&« ſtile of the New Teſtament, ſignify the power of 
God, diſplayed in ſupport of the goſpel of Chriſt; 
„ and not the act of Chriſt himſelf. 

„Thus he ſays to his diſciples; Luke xxi. 14, 
«© 15. Settleit therefore in your hearts, not to medi- 
& tate before, what ye ſhall anſwer. For I will give 
&« you a mouth, or wiſdom, which all your adverſaries 
« ſhall not be able to gainſay, or reſiſt. But he thus 
« expreſſes the ſame promiſe; Matth. x. 19, 20. 
« hen they deliver you up, be not anxious how, or 
« what ye ſhall ſpeak. For it is not ye that ſpeak; but 
« the ſpirit of your Father, that ſpeaketh in you. And 

« Mark 
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* Mark xiii. 1 1. if is not ye that ſpeak ;, but the holy 
© ſpirit. 

« Hence we learn that Chriſt does any thing; it 
may be ſaid to be effected by his power; when it 
is done by the ſpirit, or power of God, in fulfil- 
„ ment of Chriſt's promiſe.” 

And, having given ſome inſtances of Chriſ's ſay- 
ing he would do things to his. diſciples, which he 
ſays, elſewhere, his Father would do to them, as in 
Jobn xiv. 13, 14. compared with xvi. 23. and in 
Jobn xvi. 8. compared with John xiv. 16, 28. mean- 
ing, not that himſelf would do them, but his heavenly 
Father, who would, thereby, realize his promiſes 10 
them, who was his prophet, and ſpake in his name, ac- 
cording to what he alledges was ſhewa above, by 
himſelf, to be à very uſual form of ſpeech with God's 
former meſſenger, the ancient prophets, he finiſhes thus; 

% From all theſe inſtances, we are led to con- 
« clude, that the power of Chriſt, in the paſſage 
« under conſideration, n Juvaps Ts x52, the power 
« of doing miraculous works in confirmation of the 
« goſpel; which was here promiſed to the apoſtle 
« Paul, in anſwer to his prayer; was not any thing 
« to be directly and immediately derived from 
« Chriſt; but from God, in fulfilment of his gra- 
« cious promiſes by Chriſt, and for the ſupport of 
« his doctrine: and therefore no concluſion can 
« hence be formed, that Chriſt was the Lord, 
« whom Paul beſought or prayed to, at this time.” 

But it is not difficult to invalidate all this reaſon- 


ing of our author. For, if n dvyapis we, in the for- 


mer part of the verſe, rendered by us my ſtrength, 
ſignify, according to Mr. Lindſey, the ſtrength, cr 
power, which God poſſeſſes, and exerts in behalf of the 
apoſtle and the goſpel, why ſhould n duva jus X pigs, tbe 
power, or, as it ought to have been turned rather, 
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for the ſake of uniformity, the firength, of Chriſt,® 


have ſo different an interpretation put upon it, as to 
make it ſignify only the power of God diſplayed in 
ſupport of Chriſt's goſpel, and not any power which 

' himſelf, in like manner, enjoys and exerciſes for 
that purpoſe? Again, though it were a more uſual 
form of ſpeech with God's ancient prophets than it 
is, to ſay they would do things, when they only in- 
tended God himſelf would do them, in confirmation 
of their word, there would not be the ſame reaſon for 
applying that rule of expoſition to Chriſt's aſſertions 
as to theirs. When Moſes ſpeaks of his giving rain 
to the 1/raelites, and ſending graſs in their fields for 
their cattle, Deut. xi. 14, 15. and Elijab of his 
bringing evil upon Ahab, and taking away his poſte- 
rity, 1 Kings xxi. 21. we immediately apprehend 
neither of them ſpeaks of his doing theſe things by 
any inherent power which he had to bring them to 
pals, ſince they ſpeak, elſewhere, of its being God's 
prerogative to beſtow or withhold ſhowers and paſ- 
tures, to preſerve alive and to kill, and, according- 
ly, repreſent the ſame effects, on other occaſions, as 
proceeding from God's own operation. But can it 
be argued, from ſcripture, that Chriſt hath not abili- 
ty equal to the production of ſuch things as he under. 
takes to perform? Surely not; when to him be- 
longs a mighty power, whereby be is able even to ſub- 
due all things to himſelf, Phil, iii. 21. when he is made 
head over all things, and hath all things put under his 
feet, Eph, i. 22. Add to this, it is much more na- 
rural to explain Chriſt's ſaying he will do things, 
which he, at other times, repreſents his Father will 
do, to denote a ſuitable exertion by himſelf, accord- 
ing to the power which the Father hath communica- 
| ted 


such a tranſlation would have preſently ſuggeſted that 


Chriſt was the ſpeaker of the preceding words, My frength is 
made perfect in weakne/s. 


E 


ted to him, and lodged in him, rather than merely 
the Father's agency in accompliſhment of Chriſt's pro- 
miſe. Thus, when Chriſt tells the Jews, Jobn ii. 
19. Deſtroy this temple, { meaning the temple of his 
body,] and in three days I will raiſe it up again; 
while his reſurrection is, elſewhere, ſpoken of as the 
work of God his Father; whom God hath raiſed up 
from the dead, Adds iii. 15, Chriſt was raiſed from the 
dead by the glory of the Father, Rom. vi. 4. we do not 
ſuppoſe him to mean only, that his Father would 
quicken him, in purſuance of his word, but that 
himſelf would do it, by that power which he had 
imparted to him: for, as the Father bath life in bim- 
ſelf, ſo hath he given to the Son to bave life in himſelf, 
and to quicken whom he will, Jobn v. 26, 21. It re- 
mains, then, that the power of Chriſt, which Paul 
repreſents as reſting upon him, in conſequence of 
his prayer to the Lord, is a power reſiding in Chriſt, 
and diſplayed by him after his pleaſure, inſtead of 
the power of his Father; and that Cbriſt was ibe 
Lord * to whom that apoſtle prayed at this time, as 
was argued in the Letter to Dr. Febb, as indeed we 
read of viſions and revelations to him by Chriſt c ver 
and over, Ads ix. and xxvi. Gal. i. 12, Sc. which, 
therefore, fall moſt obviouſly to be underſtood by 
the viſions and revelations of the Lord to him, 
whereof he began to ſpeak in this chapter; and, in 
proſecution of which ſubject, he introduced the inci- 
dent about his prayer, with the anſwer to it. 

After this large diſcuſſion of the paſſage in 2 Cor. 
X11, 8, 9. it is needleſs for me to enter into any formal 
argumentation againſt 4 75 Lindſey's ſenſe of the 


3 power 


80 Cbryſeſtom of old underſtood the prayer, who ſays, 
Paul was in many dangers, and he prayed he might not be in 
dangers ; he heard, therefore, Chrift ſaying that My grace i; 


Sufficient for thee, &c. — 1xgg4 #1 T8 Kgirs Aryorrog, &c. tom. iii. 
edit. Benedict. p. 24. 
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power of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, in 1 Cor. v. 4 6. 
as expreſſing not any energy of Chriſt, but of his 
Father in heaven, for puniſhing the inceſtuous mem- 
ber of the church of Corinth; for, by what hath 
been faid already, it muſt fall to the ground. 

But it may be proper to make a ſhort remark up- 
on what follows the author's interpretation of that 
paſſage z for he tells us “that ſome learned men, 
« very converſant in the ſcriptures of the New Teſ⸗ 
t tament, have thought, that there was good cauſe 
* to believe, that during the, continuance of miracu- 
t lous powers to chriſtians, there was ſome kind of 
immediate agency and direction, committed to 
Chriſt for their benefit: as we find, in fact that 
«© hedid particularly manifeſt himſelf, and interfere 
t in the direction of the apoſtles, in ſome inſtances. 
* And that therefore, under this particular pre- 
« {umption and perſuaſion, St. Paul, to whom he 
e had often ſo manifeſted himſelf, might ſometimes 
«© be led to pray to him, on eſpecial occaſions: him- 
« ſelf and others ſo praying to Chriſt, if ever they 
did it, being prompted to it by ſome ſecret im- 
F* preſſion made upon their minds: but that ordi- 
c narily, and at all other times, they made. their 
s ſupplications only to God.” And, afterwards, he 
adds, “ It any ſhould prefer this way of interpreta- 
& tion, as affording a juſter and more ſatisfactory 
« ſolution of the language of the New Teſtament, 
& in ſome places, concerning Chriſt; it ſcarce needs 
«* to be obſerved, that it holds forth no precedeat 
“for praying to him now,” thoſe miraculous pow- 
ers, and Chriſt's immediate interpoſition and agency, 
having long ceaſed. Who thoſe learned perſons are 
that entertain this opinion, and with what other ar- 
guments, beſides theſe here ſet forth, they may juſ- 
tify it, I know not: but, to me, it appears an hy- 
pothelis, altogether inſufficient ro account for the 
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phraſeology of the New Teſtament, and perfectly 
deſtitute of all foundation, in regard to Paul's ad- 
dreſs, that the thorn in his fleſh might be removed. 
For, be it that the apoſtles had a ſecret impulſe to 
pray to Chriſt on ſpecial occaſions, how can we, in 
this way, explain its being made the deſcription of 
his followers in general, that they invoked, or called 
on, the name of the Lord 7eſus? Farther, although 
we may reaſonably ſuppole that Paul, in any prayer 
to Chriſt for a miraculous cure, which alſo took 
place, had a previous direction from him to make 
requeſt for it, accompanied with an aſſurance from 
him that it ſhould happen; becaule, otherwiſe, pray- 
ing of his own head, he might, through the fruit- 
leſſneſs of the attempt, have hurt the credit of chriſ- 
tianity, and have obſtructed its progreſs in the 
world; we can never think he prayed to Chriſt, after 
ſuch a ſupernatural admonition, that the thorn might 
be taken away, as that evil ſtill continued, and there 
was only a promiſe given of adequate grace and 
ſtrength under it. Finally, though Chriſt may have 
ceaſed from interpoſing, by revelations and miracles, 
for a long ſucceſſion of ages, where is there any inti- 
mation, that his extenſive knowledge and power, 
and his rich grace and goodneſs, were of a temporary 
nature, and to laſt only through the firſt ages of 
Chriſtianity? No one, who reads the New Teſta- 
ment, will ſuppoſe that he is at preſent leſs able or 
leſs willing to hear and fulfil the deſires of his ſervants, 
with relation to the diſcharge of their duty, and the 
reſiſtance of temptations, and ſimilar points, than he 
was heretofore. He muſt reign, ſaith Paul, 1 Cor. 
xv. 25. fill he bath put all bis enemies under his feet; 
that 1s, till the reſurrection of all the dead; for the 
laſt of his enemies which ſhall be deſtroyed is death. And 
can he reign, without poſſeſſing knowledge and 
4 power 
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power ade quate to the regulation of the affairs of his 
kingdom? 8 


1 Theſſ. iii. 11. 


New God himſelf, even our Father, and our Lord Jeſus 
Chriſt, direct our way unto you.“ 


Mr. Lindſey ſays, “ This is to be conſidered, as 
& a brief unfiniſhed prayer, adapted to the ſtile of 
<« epiſtles, or familiar converſation. Had he utter- 
ed it in a more formal manner, it might have 
„ been; I pray God, our heavenly Father, to 
s fayour me with a proſperous journey to you; and 
* that it may turn out to the advancement of the 


<——_— of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt.” | 
God directed the apoſtle's way, when by his 
“ all-ruling providence, . he diſpoſed all things for 
«© his ſafe arrival amongſt them. Jeſus Chriſt is 
< oftentimes put for that divine truth of the goſpel, 
* which he taught to men. (See above, pag. 102.) 
* And therefore Chriſt may be ſaid to direct the a- 
% poſtle's way, when the belief of the goſpel was 
promoted by his coming, and preaching to _ 

| 10 | | ie 


* This mode of application Polycarp, that early and venera- 
ble martyr, hath exactly imitated, in his epiſtle to the Philip- 
pians, ſe&. xii. But the God and Father of our Lord Fe/us 
« Chriſt, and he himſelf, our everlaſting high prieſt, the Son 
„ of God, build you up in faith and truth, and in all meek- 
4 neſs, —and give you a lot and part among his ſaints.” The 
words of the original Greek are not extant; but, in the ancient 
Latin tranſlation, they run thus; Deus autem et Pater Do- 
«© mini noſtri Fe/u Chriſti, et ipſe, ſempiternus pontifex, Det 
„Filius, Je/us Chriſtus, ædificet vos in fide et veritate, et in 
% omni manſuetudine, — et det vobis ſortem et partem inter 
« ſanctos ſuos. And can we reaſonably queſtion whether he 
prays to Je us here, as well as to his God and Father, when 
his church of Smyrna, as was ſhewn in the Letter to Dr. Febb, 
p. 46: in their letter concerning his death, have avowed, ſa 
expreſly, that they worſhipped Je/us, being the Son of God? 
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*© The ſame interpretation,” he adds, “ is to be. gi- 
„ ven of 2 Theſſ. it. 16, 17.” 

But, though I find no fault with the prayer which 
the author makes Paul to have offered, in itſelf con- 
ſidered, I cannot admit it to be a uſt paraphraſe of 
the prayer which our apoſtle repreſents himſelf here 
to have poured out. It ſeems impoſſible to reconcile 
the language he holds in it with his ſuppoſing, that 
Feſus Chriſt was to have no agency in removing ob- 
ſtacles to that perſonal viſit of them which he in- 
tended, and to the acceptance and ſucceſs of his mi- 
niſterial labours, after his arrival among them. How 
could the Chriſtian: people of Theſſalonica, to whom 
he writes, ever underſtand him in any other ſenſe 
than of Cbriſt's making his journey to them ſafe, 
and his preaching unto them uſeful for their ſpiritual 
and everlaſting happineſs? Even though ic were 
granted Paul had never taught that Chriſt was to be 
prayed unto, as Mr. Lindſey afferts, they would be 
unavoidably led to conclude he here aſked ſomethin 
of him, as well as of his heavenly Father. The 
ſame obſervations may be applied to any comment on 
2 Theſſ. ii. 16, 17. which excludes Jeſus from all 
exertion of influence, in ſolacing his diſciples, and 
in confirming them in univerſal holineſs; for the 
words run in like manner, New cur Lord Jeſus Chriſt 
himſelf, and God, even our Father, who bath loved us, 
and hath given us everlaſting conſolation and good hope, 
through his favour, as our author tranſlates, comfort 


your bearts, and eftabliſh you in every good word and 
work, 


. 


1 Theſſal. 


SS. =» 


1 Theſſal. iii. 12, 13. 


And the Lord make you to increaſe and abound in love, 


one towards another, and towards all men, even as 

wwe do towards you; to the end that he may eſtabliſh 
your hearts unblameable in holineſs, before God, even 

our Father, at the coming of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt. 


2 Theſf. iii. 5. Aud the Lord direft your hearts into the 


love of God, and into the patient wailing for Chriſt.“ 


Though our author acknowledges that the word 
Kveuos, Lord, is promiſcuouſly applied to God and 
to Chriſt in the New Teſtament, he is.much diſplea- 
ſed with them who explain it of Chriſt in theſe two 

aſſages, as was done in the Letter to Dr. 7ebb, p. 
19. inſtead of referring it to the ſupreme Father of 
all. Bur he offers no reaſon againſt that interpreta- 
tion, except it be accounted ſuch to affirm, that the 
Father of all is the ſole object of religious adoration 
and prayer, and that it never entered into the con- 
ceptions of the apoſtles, that any of their — 

dthen 


ln ͤthe ſame ſtile which Paul uſes here, and in other paſſa- 
ges of theſe two epiſtles concerning Chriſt, hath Moſes expreſſed 
imſelf, when he is ſaid to have ſpoken to Yehowah, Num. xxvii. 


16, 16, 17. Moſes fpake unto Jehovah, /aying, Let Jehovah, the 


God of the ſpirits of all fleſh, ſet a man over. the congregation, which 
may go out before them, and which may go in before them, and which 
may lead them out, and which may bring them in, that the congre- 
K of Jehovah be not as ſheep which haue no ſhepherd, And 
indeed the apoſtle's words might, in like manner, have been 
rendered, 2 Thefſ. ill. 5. Let the Lord direct your heartt, &c. 
2 Theſſ. ii. 16, 17. Let our Lord Jeſus Chriſt — comfort your 
hearts and eſtabliſb you. 1 Theſſ. iii. 11, 12. Let our Lord Jeſus 
Chriſt direct our way unto you. Let the Lord make you to increaſe 
and abound, &c. As here the verbs are in the firſt aoriſt of the 
optative, there the ſeventy tranſlators have the firſt aoriſt of the 
imperative, e e; but the imperative and optative 
moods are uſed very promiſcuouſly, as may be ſeen in the Greek 
5 — Eſ. xxxiv. (Hebr. xxxv.) 4, 5, Cc, to omit other in- 
ances. 
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then or in-after times, ſhould worſhip and pray to 
their honoured maſter, Jeſus, ſo lately born, living, 
and dying, amongſt them, though ſoon raiſed to 
life and to higheſt honour before God; wherefore 
they never imagined there could be any ground for 
Caution, or reſerve, in the indiſcriminate uſe of that 
term, Lord, already in uſe concerning both. This, 
however, proceeds upon taking for granted what is 
already refuted abundantly, viz. that no prayer 
could be lawfully offered to Feſus in heaven. As e- 
very. one knows that Lord occurs very generally in 
the apoſtolic writings, more eſpecially in their letters, 
concerning Chriſt, why ſhould they have ever intro- 
duced that title of him in any form of prayer, and 
even where there was greater danger of making it al- 
luſive to him, through his being laſt mentioned, as 
is the caſe with regard to the former paſſage, if to 
preſent a requeſt to him is to commit idolatry? A ſpe- 
cies of wickedneſs againſt which they were very ſo- 
licitous to guard the churches, 


1 Tim. 1. 12. 


I thank Jeſus Chriſt, our Lord, who hath enabled me, 
for that he counted me faithful, putting me into the 


_ miniſtry. 


* One wonders,” fays Mr. Lindſey, to ſee re- 
“ ptated ſtreſs laid on ſuch a paſſage as this, to 
% prove that Chriſt is the object of religious worſhip. 
« It was ſurely moſt becoming, and natural, for 
« one of ſo warm a diſpoſition and feelings, as our 
* apoſtle, ſometimes to break forth into ſuch grate- 
ful recollection of the Lord Jeſus, and expreſſions 
* of his obligations to him, from whom he had re- 
* ceived ſuch extraordinary perſonal favours; with- 
* out being ſuppoſed thereby to deify him, or = 
5 | make 


ͤü— — — ee ce pe ns 
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*« make him the object of worſhip and prayer; with- 
out even ſuppoſing him to have any knowlege of 
* what he ſaid and thought.“ But are men, even of the 
warmeſt feelings, accuſtomed to vent their gratitude 
to their benefactors in ſuch language of the tongue or 
of the pen, when they do not imagine they are con- 
ſcious of it, or will become acquainted with it? 1 
would not be underſtood to compare any benefits, 
which may have been conferred by one of our fellow 
men, however eminent his ſtation, with the favours 
Jeſus had beſtowed upon Paul, at his converſion 
and call to the apoſtleſnip; but I believe all will be 
ſenſible, although they may reckon themſelves ex- 
ceedingly indebted to another, for ſupply in ſtraits, 
or recovery in diſeaſe, or deliverance in danger, that 
they do not in this manner expreſs their obligations, 
unleſs they are perſuaded he either perceives at the 


time, or will learn afterwards, they are ſo affected 


and diſpoſed. As to our, apoſtle, he had received 
too many ſtriking proofs of the Lord Feſus's know- 
ledge of whatever was tranſacted below, to doubt 
his acquaintance with this zealous effuſion of the 
fulneſs of his heart, at the very moment of it. 
The author goes on; But the little foundation 
« that there is for ſuch concluſions, will perhaps 
< more eaſily be ſeen, by putting a ſimilar caſe. If, 
« on the ſuppoſition formerly made concerning Mo- 
c ſes; that he was tranſlated, like Enoch, into hea- 
«yen, without ſeeing death; his diſciple, and ſuc- 
c ceſſor, Joſhua, had ſaid, after the removal of that 
% divine lawgiver into the other world; 1 thank 
« Moſes, my lord and maſter, who hath impowered 
«< me, for that be counted me faithful, to be f leader. 
« and judge cf Iſrael, Could this have been inter- 
« preted as any religious worſhip of Moſes in his 
e ſervant Joſhua, or as authoriſing it to the Iſrael- 


ies? aſſuredly it would have been looked on as no 


more 


(_ 209-23) 


more than a mark of high regard, and grateful 

reſpect for his memory; more eſpecially when 
there appeared no evidence of any injunctions from 
« Moſes, to worſhip himſelf; but moſt expreſs ones, 
* to worſhip Jehovah alone, and no other. But 
„ ſuch language is undoubredly to be conſtrued in 
« a different manner, when uſed with reſpe& to 
« God. For then it implies a ſenſe of his awful pre- 
* ſence and inſpection of the heart, which belongs 
„to him alone; and is a Props act of divine wor- 
46 ſhip.” 

But here it muſt be plain, to every perſon of com- 
mon attention and moderate acuteneſs, that what he 
puts as a ſimilar caſe is very diſſimilar, To make 
the caſe tolerably parallel, it ought to be ſuppaſed, 
that Moſes, before his tranſlation, had declared 
God's inveſtiture of him with the authority of uni- 
verſal judge, that all might honour him, even as they 
honour himſelf, and his grant of all power to him in 
heaven and earth : — Thar he had, in his life-time, 
diſcovered a knowledge of the molt ſecret things, 
in places more diſtant as well as more near, what- 
ever arts of concealment were employed about them; 
wherefore his followers ſaid unto him, Ve arg ſure 
that thou knoweſt all things: — That he had been 
worſhipped, by his diſciples, after he was taken up 
into heaven, and probably addreſſed to by them, as 
diſcerning the hearts of all men, and directing all 
events, without exception even of thoſe that appear 
moſt caſual and fortuitous : — Finally, that, after 
his aſcenſion, he had aſſerted his acquaintance with 
mens works, yea, with the innermoſt receſſes of 
their ſouls, and his determination to proceed with 
them in the way of mercy or ſeverity, according to 
every one's ways. And then, the caſe being thus 
ſtated, with ſome greater likeneſs and reſemblance, 
it may be ſafely left to any man to decide, whether 


Joſbuas 


cc 
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Foſhua's expreſſing himſelf, as he is feigned to do 
here, would not be reckoned a form of thankſgiving 
to Moſes, under the idea of his conſciouſneſs of it, 
and likewiſe a pattern of-this homage to him for the 
imitation of others. There is, therefore, no reaſon 
for conſtruing ſuch language in a manner ſo different, 
when uſed with reſpect to Chriſt, from what it is 
when uſed with reſpect to God; ſince Jeſus is ſaid to 
know all things, and to be Lord of all. The words 
before us, when we conſider the qualities and endow- 
ments of the Lord Jeſus, ſeem to have an equal claim 
to be viewed as an effuſion of praiſe and bleſſing to 
him, as theſe other words of our apoſtle have to be 
accounted ſuch to God, even his Father, who ſent 
his Son into the world to be the Saviour of men, ta- 
ken apart and by themſelves, Philip. 1. 3, 4. 1 thank 
my God for all your kind remembrance of me; or Coloſſ. 
i. 3. We give thanks to God, even the Father of our 
Lord Jeſus Chriſt. 


Such are the remarks which have occurred to me 
on reading Mr. Lindſey's Diſſertation on praying to 
Feſus Chriſt; and which I now give to the public, 
with undiminiſhed eſteem of him for his integrity, 
willing that the point in controverſy may receive a 
full and fair examination, by all who are inquiſitive 
after ſcripture-truth. They ſatisfy myſelf, that his 
notion, about the unlawfulneſs of all prayer and re- 
ligious addreſſes to Chriſt, is not agreeable to the ſa- 
cred writings. And, if there be ſolidity in them, 
it will not be enough to juſtify any in being tenacious 
thereof, to think, it prayer to Chriſt* had been an ho- 


mage 


I reckon it needful here to make ſome obſervations on a 
few pages of Mr. .7emple's Letters to Dr, Randolph; and 1 


proper them with no ſmall reſpect to his learning and critical 
nowledge, 
He 


Je 
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mage due from us, its obligation would have been 
marked out in terms more preciſe and ſtrong than it 


can 


He had indeed expreſſed himſelf fo, in his Objections to Mr. 
Lind/ey's Interpretation of the firſt fourteen Verſes of John's Goſ- 
pel, p- 57, as tolead to conclude he was not averſe trom prayer 
to Chriſt, as the miniſter and diſpenſer of bleſſings from God to 
men; tor, ſays he, Though I am well convinced that there is 
«© no command in ſcripture for addrefling prayers to Jeſus Chris. 
« yet | have never been able to ſatisfy myſelf, that the practice 
« may not be grounded on ſcriptural examples.” Nevertheleſs, 
in theſe letters he denies that prayer to Chriſt is made a duty, 


While yet he admits the worſhip of Ze/us Cbriſt, as the delegate 


of the ſupreme God, to his ultimate glory, to be enjoined; 
and, if it be aſked what idea he annexes to the term wer/hip, he 
explains it to mean ** ſome act of a dependent being, expreſ- 
«« five of his conceptions of the dignity, perfections, and au- 
«« thority, of the perſon worſhipped, and of his own obligation 
4 to, connexion with, and dependence on, him :” and he in- 
ſtances *© our being baptized into his name; our commemora- 
« tion of his death by the communion of bread and wine; our 
« publicly acknowledging him, in our folemn acts of devotion, 
« as our redeemer, our appointed king and judge; our ad- 
« drefling our petitions to God in his name, and declaring, 
« that, ak him alone, we expect life and ſalvation; and, 
« finally, our confeſſing our obligation to him, in the grateful 
4 and fervent doxologies which we read, Revel. i. 5, 6. and v. 
« g, 10, 12.” as the payment of ſome worſhip to Jeſus Chriſt, 
and of ſome religious worſhip too, as it makes a neceſſary part 
of our religious ſervice; ſee pages 207, 208. But, beſides that 
examples of good men, in calling on Chrif, with the circum. . 
ſtances attending them, as recorded in the facred books, are a 
diſcovery, that it is the will of God we ſhould invoke him, I 
would aſk, is this worſhip, which he owns to be commanded 
and due to Chrif, paid to him, with or without his being con- 
ſcious of it, and pnvy to it or not? He will not pretend it is 
without bis knowledge, for he tells us, elſewhere, ** We have 
« full evidence that he is privy to all our thoughts and prayers, 

at all times and places: if this were not ſo, be could not tru- 
ly have ſaid, What/cever ye ſhall aſe, (of the Father,) iz my 
name, that will | do: If ye aſt any thing in my name, I will 40 
it, John xiv. 13, 14. 4 am he that ſearcheth the hearts and 
* reins, Revel. it. 23.“ Odjections to Mr. Lindſey's Interpre- 
tation, &c. p. 54. in the note, But, if his knowledge is fo 
extenſive, why mould prayer be excepted, as no part of the 


worſhip 
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can be alledged to be. For it becomes us to acqui- 
eſce in, and behave ſuitably to, ſuch direction as is 
afforded 


worſhip which is to be given him? Is it not one branch of 
worſhip? and is it not, according to his definition of worſhip to 
Chriſt, an act, expreſſive of his dignity, and of our dependence 
upon him? Why, then, ſhould it be withholden, though not 
_ and formally preſcribed, if it is not expreſly prohi- 
bited ? 

In pages, however, 211 and 212, he endeavours to evince, 
that it is forbidden. To this purpoſe, he urges, that, „hen 
« our Saviour ſays, John Xvi. 23, & exum Ty Mie, tus ur 
&« tar der, In that day, ye ſhall aſe me nothing, the whole 
« meaning of ewraw is excluded, in all its modes and degrees 


4 of ſignification, from the loweſt to the higheſt ;” all aſking 


whether by way of ſimple queſtion, or by way of petition and 
requeſt for a favour, even as If it were written, thou ſhalt not 
« honour thy Father, u un Tiynoug Tov Tatiza, this would 
« mean, that the Father ſhould receive no honour whatſoever, 
« though the verb 7iuaw ſignify to honour, in every ſenſe, from 
« the ſlighteſt civil reſpe&, to the higheſt veneration which is 
4 due to God, The words & py rien would exclude them 
« all,” But it is certain, words are often to be underſtood 
with ſome reſtriction; nor does his inſtance afford a good argu- 
ment, that e&wraw is to be taken here in its greateſt latitude of 
meaning, ſince it is taken in the narrow ſenſe of interroga- 
ting, or aſking aqueſtion; / 19. Now Jeſus knew that they 
were defirous to aſe him, ihr and, again, / 30. Now we are 

ure that thou knoweſt all things, and needeft not that any man ſhould 
aſt thee, tewre. He urges, in behalf of his interpretation, „It 
is indeed abſurd to ſuppoſe, that he ſhould inform them, 
„ that, when he was not perſonally preſent with them, they 
« ſhould perſonally aſk him no queſtion,” But I leave it to 
every one to judge of the force of his reaſoning, whea I have 


obſerved, it will milicate equally againſt his telling his diſci- 


ples, that, when he was not perſonally preſent with them, they 
ſhould not perſonally ſee him, which yet he undeniably did in 
theſe words, J 16. A little while, and ye ſhall nat ſee me, abſurd 
as Mr. Temple ſuppoſes it. 

He ſays, farther, ** If he meant that, in his 2 ab- 
«© ſence, they ſhould pray unto him in their difficulties and 
diſtreſſes, can any thing be ſo aſtoniſhing, as that he did not 
«« tell them ſo.” But is there any thing more aſtoniſhing in his 
ſilence about this than about ſome other points, before he 
was taken away from them? What would Mr, Temple 
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afforded by God concerning our duty, though it 
may not be ſo full and copious as we might have 
expected, or delivered in ſo expreſs and formal a 
manner as we might have looked for. Let others 
ſay, as Mr. Temple hath done, It is utterly incon- 
« ceivable, that ſo indiſpenſable a duty, as praying 
« to Feſus is underſtood by many to be, ſhould not 
© have been as forcibly and repeatedly inculcated, 
„ as the duty of praying to the Father, as the duty 
« of repentance and a holy life.“ It ſhould, in 
my opinion, be enough to determine our judgement 
on the ſide of its lawfulneſs and obligation, that it is, 
in any manner whatſoever, diſcovered to be the plea- 
fure of God, and what he approves; eſpecially when, 

I 


jf any one ſhould ſay, in the poſitive and peremptory manner, 

with reſpeC to any of theſe points, as he hath ſaid about praying 
to Chrift ; This was te very occafion, on which he ought 
« to have informed them fully, that he was to be the object of 
« their future prayers.” P. 212. Weought always to remem- 
ber, we are leſs fit and competent judges of the proper times and 
ſeaſons for revealing divine doctrines and directions. 

He adds, finally, upon this paſſage, ** It is plain, to a de- 
© monſtration, that he dire&s them to addreſs all their prayers 
« to the Father excluſively; (viz. by bidding them pray to 
* his Father in his name;) and the words of verſe 26, J ay 
% rot unto you, that I will pray the Father for you, put it beyond 
« all doubt, that the power of granting what was prayed for 
*« was in the Father only. It is the greateſt abſurdity to ſup- 
re poſe, that Chrift ſhould have occafion to pray to the Father 
« for that, which it was in his own option and his own power 
4 to grant,” But that praying to the Father excluſively is 
here taught is far from being ſo plain. It appears the words 
were not ſo underſtood by the apoſtles and other early believers. 
Common ſenſe will inform every man, it does not follow, be- 
cauſe a perſon bids Thomas aſk a favour from F:hz in his name, 
on account of his intereſt with him and relation to him, though 
he ſhould add, 7 /ay not unto you, I will intercede with John for 
you, for he bimſelf loveth you, on account of your attachment to me, 
that no petition is ever to be preferred to that perſon himſelf, 
The argument, therefore, upon this paſſage, in the Letter to 
Dr. Jebb, ſeems to me ſtill good. 

See Leiters by him to Dr. Randolph, p. 212. 
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as was formerly obſerved, there are ſome other duties, 
which are not poſitively and directly required in any 
corner of the ſacred books. 

However, therefore, it may continue to be Mr. 
Lindſey's hope, That the time is not far off, when 
« all Chriſtians will open their eyes, to ſee that 
« there is not the leaſt foundation, in the precepts of 
« Chriſt, or the practice of his apoſtles, for the reli- 
« ojous worſhip of him; and when the Proteſtant 
c world, eſpecially, will look upon praying to Jeſus 
&« in the ſame light of an unſcriptural, unwarrantable, 
« will-worſhip, as the praying to his mother Mary, 
% now practiſed by the Papiſts, and once equally 
« practiſed by themſelves;” I muſt profeſs my ex- 
pectation, (taking leave, at the ſame time, in this 
manner, of the argument,) that Chriſtians, in gene- 
ral, will abide in their preſent judgement, that pray- 
Ing to Feſus hath a ſufficient fogndation in the New 
Teſtament, while praying to his mother Mary hath 
no ſhadow of ground for it there at all: that thoſe, 
who now treat it as equally void of reaſon and un- 
ſcriptural with this, will be brought to alter their o- 
pinion; and, thereon, to avow ſuch change of ſen- 
timent, which, in the judgement even of a heathen 
prince“ and philoſopher, is no more than what be- 
comes a wiſe man: and that all will unite in render- 
ing praiſe to the once crucified, but now exalted, 
Redeemer, and in making ſupplications to him: to 
whom, accordingly, be glory for ever. Amen, 


Marcus Antoninus | mean, who writes thus in his Medita- 
tions, lib. vi. c. 21. © If any one can convince me, and make 
it plain to me, that I do not think or act aright, I will glad- 
« ly change; for I ſeek truth, by which no perſon hath been 
at any time hurt: but he, who continueth in ignorance and 
« ſelf-deception, is hurt,” 
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CONTAINING 
SOME OBSERVATIONS 


ON THE 


Introduction to a free and ſerious Addreſs to the 
Chriſtian Laity, Sc. 


— — — — — — — — — 
T the ſame time' that the laſt proof-ſheet of 

the foregoing remarks on Mr. Lindſey's 
Diſſertation, We. came to hand, there was 
tranſmitted to me the above-mentioned publication, 
printed for 7. 7chnſen, in the beginning of this 
year, through the attention of a friend in Lordon, 
who thought I ought to ſee it. The author ot it, 
without diſcuſſing this poigt, Whether God might 
give right to another toFreceive a ſubordinate reli- 
„ gious worſhip, when he judges the perſon worthy 
<« ofit,” which he acknowledges © hath been the 0- 
s pinion of ſome learned and candid writers,” warm- 
ly contends, *©* that Chrift is no where in the New- 
<« Teſtament propoſed as an object of religious wor- 
« ſhip.” * Nevertheleſs, it does not ſeem neceſſacy 
to detain the reader long with any animadvetſions on 
what he hath ſaid, in order to vindicate and juſtify 
I 2 any 


Introduction to a free *** ſerious Addreſs to the Chriſtian 
Laity, Sc. pages * and 49. ˖ 
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any ſentiments delivered in the preceding tract. For 
his reaſonings againſt them, even where they have 
been ſet forth, in general, with additional force and 
at greater length, have been, in my opinion, alrea- 
dy obviated, as to the ſubſtance of them, I only 
therefore make obſervations on two or three paſſages, 
where ſomething new may appear to be offered, for 
overthrowing the arguments in the Remarks, now 
to be ſent abroad from the preſs, as well as the Letter 
to Dr. Jebb, in favour of invocation and other reli- 
gious addreſſes to the Lord Feſus. 


This anonymous, and, to me, altogether unknown, 


author, having quoted the prayer of the apoſtles, 
Afs iv. 24, 25, 26. and ſaid this prayer may ſerve to 
aſcertain who was the object of their addreſs in. that 
prayer which we have,“ As i. 24. goes on thus; 


* The preciſion and certainty in the former eluci- 


«© dates the meaning and clears up the ambiguity of 
the latter paſſage ; eſpecially when it is conſidered 
„ they had yet not received (the Spirit being not 
« yet given) any proof of Chriſt's power in heaven; 
« ſuppoſing that power to be a foundation for pray- 
ers to him.” Introduction, &c. p. 20. 

How fat the prayer, in Alis iv. ſerves to deter- 
mine and aſcertain the object of the prayer in Asi. 
hath been already conſidered; Letter to Dr. Febb, 
pages 2 and 3, and Remarks, page 48 et ſeq. But, 
whereas this author ſeems to think it of importance, 
that they had yet not received any proof of Chri/”s 
power in heaven, the Spirit being not yet given, 
when they prayed, before the lot fell upon Matthias, 
that he might take part of the miniſtry and apoſtle- 
ſhip, from which Judas, by tranſgreſſion, had fallen; 
I would aſk, had they not even then ſufficient ground 
to be perſuaded of his inyeſtiture with all authority 

and 


* Theſe two prayers are printed in the Remarks, pages 48 
and 52; and, on this account, are not here copied. 
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and dominion in the upper and lower worlds, from 
his own declaration to them, Matt. xxviii. 18. All 
power is given to me in heaven and tn earth? Was it 
not reaſonable they ſhould beheve this declaration, 
although the Holy Spirit was not yet ſhed down up- 
on them, conſidering the miracles and prophecies of 
his life, together with his reſurrection from the dead, 
before he made it, and likewiſe his aſcenſion into 
heaven, With ſuch circumftances of honour, after he 
uttered it? I cannot allow mylelt to think, that any 
perſon, on ſerious and deliberate reflection, will be 
of opinion, they had cauſe to ſuſpect or call in queſ- 
tion the truth of his words here, merely becauſe the 
effuſion of the Spirit he had promiſed did not happen 
for nine or ten days after he was taken up from them; 
When, inſtead of ſaying they ſhould receive the Holy 
Ghoſt immediately upon his removal from them, he 
had only ſaid unto them, before he left them, that 
they ſhould be baptized with the Holy Ghoſt not 
many days hence, commanding them, at the ſame 
time, to tarry, or wait, in Jeruſalem, till they ſhould 
be partakers thereof, 

Again, having quoted the words of Mr. Lindſcy, 
Apology, p. 131, upon 1 Tim. i. 12. I thank Jeſus 
Chriſt r Lord,“ &c. he adds, © Le Clerc tranſ- 
« lates the words thus; J'ai ſujet de rendre graces 
% Zeus Chriſt, notre Seigneur, i. e. I owe thanks 
* zo Jeſus Chriſt, or I have reaſon to be thankfal to 
© him. The original is X22 EX. And it is ſub- 
« mitted to the critical reader, whether this imports 
* more than a ſenſe of obligation to another, or e- 
© ver expteſſes the act of thankſgiving. This, I 
6 obſerve, is denoted by EUN ZEI5W, Luke xviil. 11. 
John xi. 41. Rem. i. 8. vii. 28. 1 Cor. i. 4, 14, Ce. 

12 er 


* See Letter to Dr. 7:45, pages 15 and 16, and Remarks, 
page 17. 
4 Introduction, page 25, 
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6 The phraſe, XA eggeiv, occurs, 1 believe, only 

6 here and Luke xvii. 9. 2 Tim. i. 3.” * 
But, though Le Clerc may tranſlate the phraſe, 
ae £xw, as he ſays he does, it is too plain to be 
denied that it denotes the act of thankſgiving, and 
not merely a ſenſe of obligation. Our tranſlators 
have rendered it by thanking, in the only other two 
texts where it occurs, as well as here; Luke xvii. . 
Doth he ſ the maſter] thank that ſervant, becauſe he 
did the things that were commanded him ? wn xa exc 
To J8\w exewwy 2 Tim. i. 3. I thank God, whom | ſerve 
from my forefathers with pure conſcience, that, without 
ceaſing, I have remembrance of thee in my prayers; xa 
I To Ow. This interpretation, therefore, has all 
that ſanction which ariſes from their learning and abi- 
lity. Cbryſoſtom, moreover, who will be allowed to 
be no incompetent judge, expreſſes xapy ð, in his 
commentary on this text in the epiſtle to Timothy, by 
gevxagiw; for he paraphraſes it thus; eyapicu Ty Oc 
or hl os, Ic. and thus conſiders the two phra- 
ſes as equivalent. Farther, I obſerve, as the vulgate 
has Numguid gratiam habet ſervo illi, in Luke xvil. . 
it has gratias ago, in 1 Tim. i. 12. and 2 Tim. i. 3. 
which is the preciſe form of ſpeech, whereby that 
verſion turns tοπMeα in all the places our author re- 
fers to, as in them expreſſing the act of thankſgiving, 
except Rom. vil. 2 5. where, indeed, is Gratia Dei 
per Jeſum Chriſtum, Dominum noſtrum; J ſuppoſe, 
becauſe they read in their copy, as ſome manuſcripts 
do ſtill, XA i, TH Oen, inſtead of tð Kö α˙ινν TW Oe. F i 
nally, xagw ex is unqueſtionably uſed for giving 
thanks, by other Greek writers, as habeo gratias“ Is 
ou 
® So Terent. Andr. act. iv. ſc, 3. I. 30, : 

- Diis pol habeo gratias, 
Cum in parjundo aliquot adfuerunt liberz, 
Which Dacier renders, Truly I give thanks to the gods, &. 
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by the Latins. Thus, in 2 Maccabees iii. 33. the 
phraſe can admit no other ſenſe ; Now, as the high- 
prieſt was making an atonement, the ſame young men, in 
the ſame clothing, appeared and ſtood befide Heliodorus, 
 Jaying, Give Onias, the high-prieſt, great thanks, in 
fo much as, for his ſake, the Lord bath granted thee 
life; ToAAQS TW Oviz, TW %eX/ X EXE, Sc. 
And is not the language of he apocryphal writers 
allowed to be a good key to the diction of the New 
Teſtament? I omit reciting examples of the ſame 
acceptation of xg ex, in Xenophon and 1ſocrates, 
as they may be read in Stephans Greek Theſaurus, 
There is no foundation, then, for ſaying, ** Ic does 
* not import the act of thankſgiving, but merely a 
« ſenſe of obligation,” in order to evade the argu- 
ment, from 1 Tim. i. 12. ior rendering thanks to the 

| Lord Teſus, 

I call che attention of the reader only to another 
place. This writer, in order to juſtify his omiſſion 
of many paſſages, in which Chriſt is expreſly ſaid to 
have been worſhipped, as an omiſſion of texts that 
are not to the point, recites a paragraph or two from 
Mr. Lindſc's Sequel to his Apology, the concluſion 
whereof is this; When the diſciples ſaw their maſ- 
« ter again after his reſurrection, Matthew, xxviii. 
% 9, 17. relates that they twice worſhipped him. 
& St Lake, allo, giving an account of his aſcenſion 
« into heaven, ſays, xxiv. 51, 52, 53. It came to 
« paſs, while be bleſſed them, be was parted from them, 
and carried up into heaven; and they, having wor- 
« ſhipped him, returned to Jeruſalem with great joy; 
« and were continually in the temple, praiſing and bleſ- 
« ſing Ged. The evangeliſt here very properly de- 
. — * the diſciples as $ worſhipping the Lord Feſus, 
& j. e. bowing with reverence to him, as he was car- 
« ried up to heaven. But this worſhip which they 
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4 paid did by no means imply that he was the ob- 
&« ject of prayer, or of divine worſhip.” * 
But, thovgh paſſages, in which Jeſus is ſaid to 
have been worſhipped during his abode on earth be- 


fore his death, and even theſe two texts, Matth. 
xxviil. 9, 17. about his being worſhipped after he 


was riſen from the dead, while he continued amon 
his apoſtles, may be improperly alledged, as I have 
owned, to prove the lawtulneſs of prayer or reli- 
gious addreſſes to him, now he is gone from this into 
the celeſtial world, it will not follow, that the in- 
ſtance of worſhip, recorded by Luke there, is equally 
inſufficient to eſtabliſh it. The author would per- 
ſuade us, that all the worſhip the apoſtles paid him 
on this occaſion was Voting with reverence io him, as 
he was carried up to heaven; that is, as he mounted 
up, through the aerial and ætherial regions, towards 
that heaven which is repreſented as the habitation of 
God, ſubje ſtill to their corporeal ſight, if I aright 
underſtand his meaning. But can any perſon think 
it reaſonable to imagine the ſacred hiſtorian, by 
EveQepero EG TOY Beavovy intended only to tell us, that he 
was in carrying up by another towards heaven, and 
not that he was actually conveyed into it, when he 
thus finiſnes his relation, or narrative, without any 
additional account of him, or one word more to in- 
form his readers what became of him? Muſt we not 
rather hence ſuppoſe, that, under the terms he here 
uſes, he comprehended that admiſſion of him into 
heaven, whereof the apoſtles were aſſured by two at- 
tendant angels, as he hath declared in his other trea- 
tiſe, As i. 9, 10, 11. While they bebeld, he was taken 
up, and a cloud received him cut of their fight; ang, 
while they looked ſtedfaſtly towards heaven, as he went 
up, behold, two men ſtood by them in white apparel, 
| Which 
Introduction, c. es 81 and 32. 
{ ber Kenan, „ sans 
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which alſo ſaid, Ye men of Galilee, why tand ye gazing 
up into heaven? This ſame Jeſus, which is taken up 
from you into beaven, ſhall ſo come, in like manner as 
ye have ſeen him go into beaven, But now, if aue. 
tg Toy u denotes this introduction into heaven, 
and not merely his motion and progreſs toward it, 
how can it be thought, that their being ſaid to have 
worſhipped him, after this happened, means no more 
than their bowing with reverence to him as he went 
up? xa: ai, reooxumnowlis alloy, ute as Inenc any 
Sc. Indeed they ſeem to have been wholly occu- 
pied in gazing atter him, inſtead of bowing with re- 
verence, full of aſtoniſhment at his being taken up 
from them, while he was ſoon involved in a cloud, 
and by it concealed from their view: and, while 
they were ſo engaged, angels, in the form of young 
men, arrayed in white garments, informed them, 
that the ſame Jeſus who had been taken up from them 
into heaven would, at a future period, return in the 
ſame viſible manner. After, therefore, they knew 
all this, they worſhipped him, now no more dwel- 
ling with mortals on earth, and then returned to 
Feruſalem. By conſequence, this inſtance of wor- 
ſhip in Luke is of a different nature and conſideration 
from thele other inſtances of it before mentioned. 


May all diſcern what honour is due, according to 
Scripture, to the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, and, diſcerning, 
render it unto him, 70 the glory of God the Father ! 


May 28, 1781. 
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The Reverend Mr. I E BB, &c. 
————  _— 


REV IAE Sis, 


J Was much ſurprized, on reading your letter“ to 
me, to find you accuſed me of having given, in 
one reſpect,” an unjuſt account of your Sbort State, 
Sc. and of having founded my whole argument 
with you, on this erroneous repreſentation, as I was 
conſcious it was never my intention to bring againſt 
you any falſe charge; nor, indeed, was there the 
ſmalleſt temptation to it. But, I hope, I am able to 
ſhew that you have here greatly wronged me: where- 

fore I trouble you in this manner, | 
After you have taken notice that I ſpeak again and 
again of your referring your readers to Mr. Lind/ey's 
book, for the proof of your poſition, concerning the 
unlawfulneſs of religious addreſſes to Chriſt, you 
roundly affirm, that all my aſſertions and concluſions, 
proceeding upon the idea of an actual reference by 
you to Mr. Lindſey's publication in that view, 4 are 
abſolutely 


„ 


| . Poſtſcript, by Dr. Jebb, at the end of Mr. Zind/qy's two 
Wlertations, 


3 Page 147. 


C14.) 

ab ſolutely deſtitute of all foundation. Is there, howe- 
ver, juſt cauſe for this denial of ſuch reference? I 
apprehend not. You have never, I confeſs, uſed 
the preciſe terms which I have adopted on the ſub- 
Jet; nor did 1 pretend to introduce them as your ex- 
preſſions, by placing them in Italic characters, or 
ſhutting them up with inverted commas, in the ſame 
manner as I did your declaration itſelf; ** That the 
**© addreſſes of Chriſtians may, with the ſame propriety, 
« be direfied to the virgin Mary as to the perſon of our 
« Lord.” But, becauſe you have not employed the 
very words I have done, does it follow you have not 
referred your readers to his Apology, for their con- 
viction of the truth of your opinion, as I have ſaid? 
By no means, as will appear from an examination of 
the paſſage I had in my eye. 

Having unfolded your ſentiments, in which you 
ſeem to harmonize perfectly with that author, you 
ſay, in a note, ©* The worthy author of the Reply to 
Mr. Burgh's ſcriptural Confutation bas, in his Addenda 
to his Remarks, ably rebuked the illiberal ſpirit with 
which the truly reverend and very learned geutleman 
(meaning Mr. Lindſey) hath been treated by ſome of bis 
opponents, and in both his publications has evinced, by a 
train of reaſoning which appears to me irreſiſtible, the 
znconcluſiveneſs of the various objettions urged againſt 
thoſe ſubſtantial Arguments, which are advanced in the 
Apology, in favour of the proper unity of God.” But 
now, while Mr. Lindſey is contending, from ſeveral 
paſſages of ſcripture, that there is but one God, the 
Father, and that religious worſhip is to be offered to 
him only, he obſerves, that different + concluſions 
have been formed, from other parts of the writings 


| of 
Pr. Jesb's ſhort State of the Reaſons for a late Refignationg 
Pe 5. } 


+ See his Apology, ſecond edition, page 127. 


1 z © 


of the apoſtles and evangeliſts, and a very contrary. 


practice founded thereon for many ages: and, eate- 
ring into a critical diſcuſſion of the princip i texts al- 
ledged to authorize prayer to our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, 


endeavours to prove that there is no foundation in 


i 


them for preſenting prayer to him at all; by conſe- 
quence, that there is no weight in them to overthrow 
bis notion, that religious worſhip is to be offered to 
the God and Father of Cbriſt only. When, there- 
fore, you pronounce thoſe arguments, which are ad- 
vanced for the proper unity of God, in the Apology, 
without reſtriction or limitation to be ſubſtantial, a- 


mogg which the futility and weakneſs of all pretences 


for paying worſhip to Chriſt is one, and decide pe- 
remptorily, that Mr. Burgb's anſwerer hath expoled 


Ithe trivolouſneſs and vanity of all objections to theſe 


arguments, with a power not to be oppoſed or with- 
ſtood, to the pleas therefore for invocation of Cbriſt 
as well as the reſt, how unavoidable was it for me to 


underſtand you to commend, and eſpouſe as your 


own, his reaſoning againſt theſe places of ſcripture, 
which are produced in ſupport of calling upon Chriſt, 
and on this ground to ſay, as I did, Lou referred 
your readers to Mr. Lindſey's reaſoning againſt religi- 
ous addreſſes to Chriſt as unanſwerable?”” i 
You remark, in order to vindicate yourſelf from 
this imputation, *** The proper unity of God, and the 
unlawfulneſs of addreſſing prayer to Chriſt Jeſus, are 
very different qneſtions,” and, having iaſtanced in ihe 
great Socinus, as very ably defending the forme 
queſtion, and at the ſame time attempting to refute 
the arguments of Franciſcus Davidis, who maintained 
the latter, you immediately ſubjoin, 1 have ſpoken 
with approbation of Mr. Lindſey's arguments, reſpec- 
ting the proper unity of Goa, but have not referred to, 


* 6r 
. Poſtſcript, Cc. page 148. 
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or declared either my approbation or diſapprobation of 
his reaſonings reſpecting the impropriety of religious ad- 
dreſſes unto Chtiſt.“ But how vain a ſubterfuge, and 
how ineffectual a ſhift, is this! It may be very true, 
that the proper unity of God, and the unlawfulneſs 
of addrefling prayer to Chriſt Jeſus, are two very diſ- 
tinct points, on which account ſome have maintained 
that there is but one God, the Father, and yet have 
aſſerted the lawfulneſs, like Socinus, nay the obliga- 
tion and duty, of praying to Cbriſt. Nevertheleſs, 
what ſignifies this, to evince that you have not ap- 
proved Mr. Lindſey's reaſoning againſt all invocation 
of Chriſt, in approving his arguments for the proper 
unity of God, when one of the very arguments which 
he inſiſts on in favour hereof, and which you have cal- 
led, withoutexception, ſubſtantial, adding thatthe were 
ſhewn by Mr. Burgh's anſwerer to be of itgeſiſtible 
force, is, that there is no ground in ſcripture for 
calling upon Chriſt, either as the ſupreme God, or av 
® an inferior being, veſted with immenſe power and 
extenſive dominion by God, for the good of his 
church and people? Your approbation of his argu- 
ments for the unity, as ſtated by him, univerſally and 
throughout, carries in it, by implication, your ap- 
probation of his arguments againſt all addreſſes to 
Chriſt, foraſmuch as they conſtitute a branch of them. 
Thus I think it plain, though not in direct terms, 
un and in effect, you have given the ſanc- 

on of your authority to that author's reaſonings, 
reſpecting the impropriety of religious addreſſes to 
Chriſt, while you have extolled his arguments for the 

roper unity of God, ſince, in eſtabliſhing this, he 
— to ſhew that there is no other object propofed 
in ſcripture for religious worſhip or invocation but 
God the Father; as indeed every one, who is capable 
of judging, will acknowledge there are more A 

20 an 


0 Compare page 127 of the Apology with pages 136, 137+ 
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and plauſible colours for afirming Chriſt is ſo exhibi- 
ted than any other beſides: nor is it of any moment 
to obſerve, as you have done, © that your declara- 
tion, reſpecting the propri-ty of addreſſing prayer to Chriſt 
Jeſus, will be found without a fingle word of reference to 
Mr. Lindſey, or to any other perſon;” ſince the re- 
ference of that nature, which 1 have now fully ex- 
plained, is found, though not in that page of your 
Short State whence I quoted your declaration, yet in 
your note two pages atter. ; 

- Beſides this note, there is {till ano her, which muſt 
make it difficult for you, in my opinion, to juſtify 
yourſelf, from having, in your Short State, declared 
your ſatisfaction with Mr. Lindſey's reaſonings againſt 
all prayer to Chriſt, and taught your readers to look 
upon him as the able advocate for its unlawfulneſs. 
For in it you ſay, I cannot but highly approve the ge- 
neral principle on which Mr. Lindley's plan of a refor- 
med liturgy is founded, as well as that ſpecific ceremonial 
which he has given to the public, and continues to con- 
duct with ſo much propriety and ſutceſ. Now what 
is the general principle on which this plan is built, 
but the ſinfulneſs * religious addreſſes to any but 
God the Father? Agrecably, in Mr. Lindſey's book 
of common: prayer, I reformea according to ihe plah of 
the late Dr. Samuel Clarke, together with bis collec- 
tion of bymns for public worſaip, tnere is not, from the 

ginning to the end of it, one word of application 
to Chrift, either in the way of prayer or thankigiving, 
even in the character and capacity of our Saviour, 
now exalted at the right hand of God, bur an entire 


K omiſton 

* Poſtſcript, p. 147. + Short State, p. 12. 

t This book, which was printed in the ſame year, 1774, with 
the ſecond edition of Mr. L:nd/zy's Apology, tor J. Fohn/on, in 
St. Paul's church yard, is, I ſuppoſ-, the Werk allu ed to; in 
which the author, notwithilanding the title of it, hath rep:oba- 
ted two doxelogice: propoſe to de admitted by Dr. Carte. 
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omiſſion of every form of addreſs to him, whether 


ſignificant of deſire after bleſſings wanted, or of gra- 
titude for kindneſs experienced. And when you 
thus expreſs your well-pleaſedneſs with the principle, 
in a ſuitablenels to which this devotional piece had 
been framed and compoled by him, was there room 
to ſuſpect your approbation of his reaſonings againſt 
all invocation of Fe/us? Was it not natural ro infer, 
from your high reliſh of the former, that you regar- 
ded the latter as ſolid and invincible? 94 

Such are the grounds upon which I ſaid you had 
refer ed your readers to Mr. Lindſey's book, tor the 
proof of your poſition about the unlawfulneſs of re- 
ligious addrefles to Chriſt; and they ſtill appear to 
me fully ſufficient for ſupporting that aſſertion; inſo- 


much that I ſhould have conſidered myſelf as liable 


to fair reprehenſion and blame, if, with theſe paſſa- 
ges in your Short State ſtaring me in the face, I had 
ventured to declare you had given no intimation, 
where any good arguments might be read, for vindi- 
cating your very flat and poſitive denial of all ſcripture- 
warrant for the invocation of him. It is true, in- 
deed, your private perſuaſion of the truth of your o- 
pinion, that it was unlawful to preſent prayers or 
praiſes to Jeſus, in the eſlabliſhed ſervice of the church 
of England, as you were obliged to do from your 
function, was reaſon enough, to your own mind, for 
your conduct in the reſignation of your benefice; but, 
although this was the caſe, why might you not be 
led, from the ſame principle which moved you to 
publiſh that opinion to the world, alſo to hint where 
ſuch defence of ir might be ſeen, as you judged, 
ſtrong and irrefragable? And the rather, that you 
might otherwiſe ſeem wanting in becoming reſpect to 
that very numerous body from whom you differed, 
2nd whom you arraigned by the meaſure you took of 


being 
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being involved in groſs error and miſtake, ſince you 
did not enter into an explication of the arguments that 
made you embrace ſentiments ſo diametrically oppo- 
ſite to thoſe in their authorized liturgy. 

You will plead, probably, it was impoſſible it could 


ever be your intention to comprehend, among the 


ſubſtantial arguments which are advanced in the Apo- 
logy for the proper unity of God, thoſe which are 
there employed againſt the lawfulneſs of worſhip to 
Chriſt; becauſe the very author of the reply to Mr, 
Burgh's ſcriptural Confutation, to whom you remitted 
your readers, as having evinced, in both his publica- 
tions, the inconcluſiveneſs of the various objections 
urged againſt theſe arguments, by a train of reaſoning 
which appeared to you irreſiſtible, hath himſelf not 
gone the length of denying the lawfulneſs of prayer 
to Chril: and, I confeſs, the plea is well founded. 
For he, in his Remarks, thus addreſſes this writer; * 
„ You will obſerve that I have entered no farther into 
the controverſy, between you and the worthy and excel- 
lent apologift, than the unity of the Gebbead, in the 
perſon of the Father, is concerned, M beiter any, er 
what ſort of, worſhip is due to the Son is à moſt impor- 
tant queſtion in Chriſtianity, which I leave to the diſcuſ- 
Aon of ſome perſon who has more leiſure and better abili- 
ties to diſcuſs it; only remarking, that, if the Son is not 
ſupreme God, it cannot be right to worſhip him with the 
worſhip due to the ſupreme Gd alone. if worſhip is 
due to bim at all, St. Paul ſeems to have drawn the line, 
that it ſhould, ultimately, be referred to the glory of God 
the Father. If I may declare my own ſentiments, I ſo 
far differ from Mr. Lindſey, that I do not think it fin- 
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Page 75: Remarks on a late Publication, entitled, a ſerip- 
tural Confutation of the arguments againſt the one Godhead of 
the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, produced by the Rev. Mr, 
Lindſey in his late Apology. 
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ful to pay ſuch worſhip to the Son, as to his high office 
of God's vice-gerent, and thoſe godlike powers and perfec- 
tions, with which the Father has inveſted him, may ſeem 
ſuitable,” Sc. And, in another publication,“ a con- 
ſide: able time previous to the piece juſt now quoted, 
he tells us, Though I am well convinced that there is 
no command in ſcripture for addreſſing prayers to Jeſus 
Chriſt, yet I have never been able to ſatisfy myſelf, that 
the practice may not be grounded on ſcriptural examples.” 
But, though the allegation, about that writer's dif- 
ference of ſentiment trom you on the point, be thus 
well founded, you muſt, ſurely, admit I could not 
perceive you were to be underſtood with reſtriction, 
on account hereof, when you pronounced his train of 
reaſoning, to ſhew the inconcluſiveneſs of the various 
objections againft the apologiſt's ſubſtantial argu- 
ments, in favour of the proper unity of God, irre- 
ſiſtible, For, ſo far was I from having ſeen that 
author's remarks, when I addreſſed my letter to you, 
that I was altogether unacquainted with them till laſt 
September, nor did I underſtand this ſame perſon, who 
was Mr. Burgb's opponent, was father of the earlier 
tract, juſt quoted, til] Mr. Lindſ/ey's two diſſertations, 
with your poſtſcript, came to hand in May prece- 
ding, when I learned it from the introduction to 
them; that, as well as the Remarks, having been 
anonymous. If, therefore, you think you have been 
hurt by any expreſſion I have uſed, on the ſuppoſition 
you announced your ſatisfaction with the validity of 
Mr. Linaſey's argument, for the unity of the God- 
head in the perſon of the Father, viz. that there was 
no foundation in ſcripture for prayer to Chriſt, you 
muſt wholly blame yourſelf. It was a concluſion al- 


together 


* * See Poſtſcript of the Worſhip of Jeſus Chrif, p. 57, at the 
end of Objections to Mr. Lind/ey's Interpretation of the firſt four- 
teen Verſes of St. John's Goſpel, as ſet forth in the Sequel to 
his Apology, &s. By a ſerious Enquirer, Londen, 1776. 
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together unavoidable to every one, who was a ſtran- 
ger to the notions entertained by the remarker on the 
criptural Confutation, when you ſpoke, in fo gene- 
ral terms, of ihe irreſiſtibleneſs of his reaſoning in 
{upport of thoſe ſubſtantial arguments, which are 
advanced in the Apology, in favour of the proper u- 
nity of God, and made no exception of that argu- 
ment, about there being no warrant in ſcripture for 
invoking Chriſt, which was one of them. 

The main article in your Poſtſcript being now ex- 
amined, I do not need to detain you much longer. 
Though I ſaw it was the deſign of your publication 
to aſſign the reaſons which induced you to relinquiſh 
your ſtation in the church of England, viz. your hol- 
ding, on ſeveral heads, opinions quite contrary to 
thoſe, on which the eſtabliſhed form of public wor- 
| ſhip therein proceeded ; it was, I think, impoſſible 

for me to learn thence, that you had no intention to 
vindicate any of theſe opinions, if any perſon, anima- 
ted with charity and zeal, ſhould endeavour to con- 
vince you they were groundleſs, or taken up and 
perſiſted in without reaſon: for you never give any 
hint, that you were reſolved againſt juſtifying and de- 
fending them in the event of their being attacked; and 
it was natural enough to imagine, that, as you had 
avowed, from the preſs, what you thought truth, 
that your reſignarion might appear to men a neceſſary 
meaſure for relioring the peace of your mind, howe- 
ver detrimental to your worldly circumſtances, you 
might alſo, on any proper call, attempt to evince the 
ſolidity of your notions, that you might be accounted, 
inſtead of weak, rational and judicious, as well as 
honeſt and ſincere; and that you might propagate 
and ſpread, as far as poſſible, the belief of thele . 
matters, which your conſcience allowed you no lon- 
ger to conceal under contradictory forms. As little 


could 


ia } 
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could I find out, that, if it had been your intention to 
enter into the principles upon which your opinion, 
reſpeCting the unlawfulneſs of religious addreſſes to 
Chriſt, is founded, you would have thought it your 
duty to have endeavoured to eſtabliſh its truth, by 
other deductions and more large references to the ſa- 
cred writings, than theſe which occur in Mr. Lindſey's 
book. For, why might you not have reſted ſatisfied 
with his labours here, as you expreſs ſuch compla- 
cency in them? Nor ſhould you ever have been ac- 
cuſed by me, though you had done this, of having 
taken up your notion without ſome reflexion on the 
ſubject; for I think it would be uncharitable to make 
ſuch inference, againſt you or anv man, without juſter 
cauſe, , I, therefore, think it ſtrange you ſhould in- 
ſinuate I might have perceived theſe things, notwith- 
ſtanding your abſolute ſilence concerning them. 

I agree with you entirely, in thinking that Chriſ- 
tians ſhould be at more pains to explore the genuine 
ſenſe of Scripture, with unbiaſſed and impartial minds, 
and, having done ſo, ſhould yield to its authority, 
regardleſs of the allurements or terrors of the world. 

How far it may be conſiſtent with the duties of 
your ſtation or profeſſion, to enter upon a recital and 
juſtification of the arguments which have inclined you 
to embrace your preſent opinions, about the unlaw- 
fo)neſs of offering religious addreſſes to Chriſt, and 
ſome other points, againſt myſelf, or any perſon who 
may try to confute them, you can beſt judge. It is 
not my province to determine this for you; and the 
leſs ſo, that J am very much a ſtranger to the place 
you hold, and the obligations it lays upon you. 

You ſay, p. 151, ** [ have poſſibly, ſince the time of 
writing my letter to you, ſeen Mr. Lindſey's Sequel to his 
Apology :“ but, though I had only read his Apology, 
in the period I mentioned in the introduction to my 

* letter, 
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letter, I had alſo read his Sequel, before it was fi- 
niſhed in its preſent form and ſent to the printer; as 
you might have diſcovered from the notes there in 


pages 7 and 8, and from the text itſelf, page 44. 


I have now alſo, you ſee, peruſed his diſſertation 


on praying to Chriſt, to which your letter is annexed 


0 


as a poſtſcript, and ſubmit to public view ſome re- 
marks thereon, that I may expoſe the weakneſs and 
fallacy of his arguments, for proving that addreſſes 
to Chriſt are deſtitute of ali ſcriptural foundation, as 
much as you aſſent to them both in general and parti- 
cular; which muſt at leaſt ſhew I have read it with 
attention, though you may ſuppoſe, from my not 
becoming a convert to your and his principles, with 
a mind blinded by prejudice and prepoſſeſſion. 
Mean-time, I am obliged to you for the praiſe, you 
ſay, you with great willingneſs give me, on account 
of the zeal I manifeſt for what appears to me to be 
the cauſe of truth, and for ſome other good qualities. 
In return, as I hope my zeal, for what ſeems to me 
right, ſhall ever be free from that wrath and bitter- 
neſs which is hateful to God, I wiſh the Father of 
our Lord Jeſus, whom we in common worſhip, may 
Point out to you any erroneous opinions you hold, 
and grant you all ſucceſs, in your ſtudies and.endea- 


- vours, for promoting the knowledge and practice of 


1 


pure and unadulterated religion in the world. 
Iam, 
Reverend Sir, 
Your obedient Servant, 


PHILALETHES, 


March 22, 1780. 


THE END, 


*s any DW is needful for my mode of addreſs 

to you, be aſſured, fir, I was altogether 1 Ignorant 
that you had, upon quitting your ecclefiaſtical bene- 
fice,, applied yourſelf cloſely to the ſludy of phyſic, 
and after ſome time taken the degtee of Doctor in 
that ſcience; till the proof-ſheet of this lotter was 
returned from the preſs, which was once intended to 
have been publiſhed earlier and apart. £7 


